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First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
User: BOWERS 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User Judge 
DRIVER Change Assigned Judge Idaho Supreme Court 
PHILLIPS New Case Filed - Other Claims Steve Yerby 
PHILLIPS Filing: A - All initial civil case filings of any type not Steve Yerby 
listed in categories B-H, or the other A listings 
below Paid by: Boyd-Davis, Terry (plaintiff) 
Receipt number: 0434832 Dated: 4/19/2010 
Amount: $88.00 (Check) For: Boyd-Davis, Terry 
(plaintiff) 
PHILLIPS Plaintiff: Boyd-Davis, Terry Appearance Pro Se Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Plaintiff: Davis, Brian F Appearance Pro Se Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Plaintiff: Coleman, Jean L Appearance Pro Se Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Complaint Filed - Verified Complaint to Quiet Title Steve Verby 
and for Injunctive Relief 
PHILLIPS Summons Issued Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Amended Complaint Filed - First Amended Steve Verby 
Verified Complaint to Quiet Title, for Damages for 
Timber Trespass and Common Law Trespass 
and for Injunctive Relief 
PHILLIPS Affidavit of Jean L. Coleman in Support of Steve Verby 
Plaintiffs' Motion for Temporary Restraining Order 
and Preliminary Injunction 
PHILLIPS Affidavit of Terry Boyd-Davis in Support of Steve Verby 
Plaintiffs' Motion for Temporary Restraining Order 
and Preliminary Injunction 
PHILLIPS Notice of Motion and Plaintiffs Motion for Steve Verby 
Temporary Restraining Order and Preliminary 
Injunction 
PHILLIPS Hearing Scheduled (Motion 05/05/2010 03:00 Steve Verby 
PM) for Temporary Restraining Order 
PHILLIPS Hearing Scheduled (Motion 06/09/2010 09:15 Steve Verby 
AM) for Preliminary Injunction 
OPPELT Affidavit of Brian F. Davis in Support of Plaintiffs' Steve Verby 
Motion for Temporary Restraining Order and 
Preliminary Injunction 
OPPELT Proof Of Service of Summons; Verified Complaint Steve Verby 
to Quiet Title and for Injunctive Relief; and 
Plaintiffs' Requests for Admissions, Answers to 
Interrogatories, and Production of Documents to 
Defendant Mary Pandrea, Set One 
OPPELT Proof Of Service of Summons and Verified Steve Verby 
Complaint to Quiet Title and for Injunctive Relief 
OPPELT Proof Of Service of Summons; Verified Complaint Steve Verby 
to Quiet Title and for Injunctive Relief; and 
Plaintiffs' Requests for Admissions, Answers to 
Interrogatories, and Production of Documents to 
Defendant Nellie Gilberts<{)·,tle.l One 
Date: 3/5/2013 
Time: 12: M 















First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 




PHILLIPS Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Steve Verby 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Berg & Mclaughlin Receipt number: 0435580 
Dated: 5/3/2010 Amount: $79.00 (Check) 
BOWERS Defendant: Baker, Timothy Appearance D. Toby Steve Verby 
Mclaughlin 
BOWERS Defendant: Baker, Carol Appearance D. Toby Steve Verby 
Mclaughlin 
BOWERS Filing: 11 - Initial Appearance by persons other Steve Verby 
than the plaintiff or petitioner Paid by: 
Mclaughlin, D. Toby (attorney for Baker, Carol) 
Receipt number: 0435701 Dated: 5/4/2010 
Amount: $58.00 (Check) For: Baker, Carol 
(defendant) and Baker, Timothy (defendant) 
OPPELT Notice Of Appearance Steve Verby 
RASOR Court Minutes Steve Verby 
Hearing type: Motion 
Hearing date: 5/5/2010 
Time: 4:02 pm 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: VAL LARSON 
Minutes Clerk: Sandra Rasor 
Tape Number: 1 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion 5/05/2010: Court Log- Steve Verby 
Crtrm 1 
PHILLIPS District Court Hearing Held Steve Verby 
Court Reporter: Val Larson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: less than 100 
OPPELT Certificate Of Service Upon Defendants Timothy Steve Verby 
Baker and Carol Baker of First Amended 
Complaint to Quiet Title, for Damages for Timber 
Trespass and Common Law Trespass and for 
Injunctive Relief 
PHILLIPS Letter from Terri Boyd-Davis Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Letter from Toby Mclaughlin Steve Verby 
CMOORE Continued (Motion 05/20/2010 02:00 PM) for Steve Verby 
Temporary Restraining Order 
CMOORE Amended Notice of Hearing Steve Verby 
SMITH Filing: 11 - Initial Appearance by persons other Steve Verby 
than the plaintiff or petitioner Paid by: Berg & 
Mclaughlin Receipt number: 0436217 Dated: 
5/12/2010 Amount: $58.00 (Check) For: 
Gilbertson, James (defendant) 
PHILLIPS Notice of Appearance Steve Verby 
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First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
User: BOWERS 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User Judge 
PHILLIPS Defendant: Gilbertson, Nellie Appearance D. Steve Verby 
Toby Mclaughlin 
PHILLIPS Subpoena Issued - blank Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Filing: 11 - Initial Appearance by persons other Steve Verby 
than the plaintiff or petitioner Paid by: Workland 
& Witherspoon Receipt number: 0436491 
Dated: 5/18/2010 Amount: $58.00 (Credit card) 
For: Pandrea, Mary (defendant) 
PHILLIPS Filing: Technology Cost - CC Paid by: Workland Steve Verby 
& Witherspoon Receipt number: 0436491 
Dated: 5/18/2010 Amount: $3.00 (Credit card) 
For: Pandrea, Mary (defendant) 
PHILLIPS Answer and Counterclaim of Defendant Pandrea Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Notice of Appearance Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Defendant: Pandrea, Mary Appearance James A. Steve Verby 
McPhee 
OPPELT Notice Of Service Upon Defendant Timothy Baker Steve Verby 
of Plaintiffs' Requests for Admissions, Answers to 
Interrogatories, and Production of Documents to 
Defendant Timothy Baker, Set One 
OPPELT Notice Of Service Upon Defendant Mary Pandrea Steve Verby 
of First Amended Verified Complaint; Plaintiffs' 
Motion for Temporary Restraining Order and 
Preliminary injunction; and Supporting Affidavits 
OPPELT Defendants/Counterclaimant Gilbertson's Answer Steve Verby 
to Plaintiffs Amended First Amended Complaint, 
Affirmative Defenses and Counterclaims 
HENDRICKSO Miscellaneous Payment: Tape/copy Time Fee Steve Verby 
Paid by: Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0436647 
Dated: 5/20/2010 Amount: $5.00 (Check) 
HENDRICKSO Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Fee Paid by: Steve Verby 
Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0436647 Dated: 
512012010 Amount: $1.25 (Check) 
HENDRICKSO Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Sales Tax Steve Verby 
Paid by: Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0436647 
Dated: 5/20/2010 Amount: $.08 (Check) 
OPPELT Defendant Mary Pandrea's Answer to First Steve Verby 
Amended Complaint and Counterclaim 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 05/20/2010 Steve Verby 
02:00 PM: Court Log- Crtrm 1 
for Temporary Restraining Order 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 05/20/2010 Steve Verby 
02:00 PM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: None 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: 
for Temporary Restraining Order 
03 
Date: 3/5/2013 
Time: 12: M 















First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 06/09/2010 
09:15 AM: Hearing Vacated for Preliminary 
Injunction 
PHILLIPS Continued - Motion for Temporary Injunction 
PHILLIPS Hearing Scheduled (Motion 07/20/2010 09:00 
AM) for Preliminary Injunction 
PHILLIPS Amended Notice Of Hearing 
OPPELT Court Minutes 
Hearing type: Motion for Preliminary Injunction 
Hearing date: 5/20/2010 
Time: 2:01 pm 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: None 
Minutes Clerk: Cherie Moore 
Tape Number: 1 
BOWERS Miscellaneous Payment: Tape/copy Time Fee 
Paid by: Terri Boyd-Davis Receipt number: 










BOWERS Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Fee Paid by: Steve Verby 
Terri Boyd-Davis Receipt number: 0436839 
Dated: 5/25/2010 Amount: $2.50 (Cash) 
BOWERS Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Sales Tax Steve Verby 
Paid by: Terri Boyd-Davis Receipt number: 
0436839 Dated: 5/25/2010 Amount: $.16 (Cash) 
PHILLIPS faxed Stipulation and Order of Dismissal with Steve Verby 
Prejudice 
PHILLIPS Order Restraining Entry onto Disputed Property Steve Verby 
by Defendants Mary Pandrea, Nellie Gilbertson 
and James Gilbertson 
PHILLIPS Order Granting Plaintiffs Motion for Temporary Steve Verby 
Restraining Order 
OPPELT Notice Of Service Re: Defendant Timothy Steve Verby 
Baker's Response to Plaintiffs' Request for 
Admissions, Answers to Interrogatories and 
Prodcution of Documents, Set One 
OPPELT Notice Of Service Re: Defendants Gilbertson's Steve Verby 
Response to Plaintiffs' Request for Admissions, 
Answers to Interrogatories and Prodcution of 
Documents, Set One 
OPPELT Notice Of Service Re: Defendant Pandrea's Steve Verby 
Responses to Plaintiffs' Requests for Admissions 
OPPELT Notice of Unavailability of Plaintiffs Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Defendants/Counterclaimant Baker's Answer to Steve Verby 
Plaintiffs' Amended First Amended Complaint, 
Affirmative Defenses and Counterclaims 
Date: 3/5/2013 
Time: 12: M 


















First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
User: BOWERS 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User Judge 
PHILLIPS Defendants/Counterclaimant Gilbertson's Steve Verby 
Amended Answer to Plaintiffs' Amended First 
Amended Complaint, Affirmative Defenses and 
Counterclaims 
PHILLIPS Letter from Terry Boyd-Davis advising no need for Steve Verby 
July 20, 2010 hearing 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 07/20/2010 Steve Verby 
09:00AM: Hearing Vacated for Preliminary 
Injunction 
PHILLIPS Order of Dismissal With Prejudice (re claims Steve Verby 
against Pandrea and Pandrea's counterclaims) 
Uudge's signature on page 2 of Stip and Order) 
PHILLIPS Civil Disposition entered for: Pandrea, Mary, Steve Verby 
Defendant; Boyd-Davis, Terry, Plaintiff; Coleman, 
Jean L, Plaintiff; Davis, Brian F, Plaintiff. Filing 
date: 6/9/2010 
PHILLIPS Certificate Of Mailing Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Notice Of Taking Deposition of Jean L. Coleman - Steve Verby 
June 30, 2010 
BOWERS Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Steve Verby 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 0438244 Dated: 
6/17/2010 Amount: $3.00 (Check) 
PHILLIPS Notice of Motion and Motion for Order Authorizing Steve Verby 
Publication in Liew of Personal Service on 
Out-of-State Defendant John Pandrea - July 7, 
2010 
PHILLIPS Affidavit of Terri Boyd-Davis in Support of Motion Steve Verby 
for Order Authorizing Publication in Lieu of 
Personal Service on Out of State Defendant John 
Pandrea 
PHILLIPS Hearing Scheduled (Motion 07/07/201011:15 Steve Verby 
AM) for Order of Publication 
PHILLIPS Notice Of Service Of Discovery Documents Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Answer to Counterclaim of Steve Verby 
Defendants/Counterclaimants Baker's 
PHILLIPS Answer to Amended Counterclaim of Steve Verby 
Defendants/Counterclaimants Gilbertson's 
PHILLIPS Notice of Intent to Take Oral Deposition of Steve Verby 
Non-Party witnesses Clifford Johnson and Joan 
Johnson - July 16, 2010 at Bonner Co. 
Courthouse 
PHILLIPS Affidavit Of Service of Deposition Subpoenas on Steve Verby 
Non-Party Witnesses Clifford Johnson and Joan 
Johnson 
Date: 3/5/2013 
Time: 12: M 















First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
RASOR Court Minutes 
Hearing type: Motion 
Hearing date: 7/71201 O 
Time: 11 :24 am 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Val Larson 
Minutes Clerk: Sandra Rasor 
Tape Number: 1 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 0710712010 
11:15 AM: Court Log- Crtrm 1 for Order of 
Publication 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 07/07/2010 
11:15 AM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Val Larson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Less than 100 
for Order of Publication 
SMITH Miscellaneous Payment: Tape/copy Time Fee 
Paid by: Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0439878 
Dated: 7/15/2010 Amount: $5.00 (Check) 
SMITH Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Fee Paid by: 
Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0439878 Dated: 
7/15/2010 Amount: $1.25 (Check) 
SMITH Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Sales Tax 
Paid by: Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0439878 
Dated: 7/15/2010 Amount: $.08 (Check) 
PHILLIPS Notice of Limited Appearance - Macomber 
PHILLIPS Notice Of Service Of Discovery Documents -
Defendant Timothy Baker's supplemental 
Response to Plaintiffs' Request for Production of 
Documents, Set One 
PHILLIPS Notice Of Service Of Discovery Documents -
Defendant gilbertsons' Supplemental Response 
to Plaintiffs' Request for Production of 
Documents, Set One 
PHILLIPS Affidavit Of Service Re: Subpoena Duces Tecum 
to Tucker, Brown & Vermeer LLC 
PHILLIPS Notice Of Intent to Take Oral Deposition of 














OPPELT Notice Of Service Re: Defendant Bakers' Second Steve Verby 
Supplemental Response to Plaintiffs' Request for 
Production of Documents, Set One 
OPPELT Copy of Letter from M&M Court Reporting, Inc. to Steve Verby 
Rex A. Finney 
OPPELT Request For Trial Setting Steve Verby 
SMITH Request for Transcript Estimate Steve Verby 
Date: 3/5/2013 
Time: 12 M 


















First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
OPPELT Affidavit of Tim Baker in Support of 
Defendants/Counterclaimant Bakers' Motion for 
Temporary Restraining Order and Preliminary 
Injunction 
OPPELT Memorandum on Support of 
Defendants/Counterclaimant Bakers' Motion for 
Restraining Order and Preliminary Injunction 
OPPELT Defendants/Counterclaimant Bakers' Motion for 
Temporary Restraining Order and Preliminary 
Injunction 
OPPELT Letter Regarding Availabilty for the Next Three 







PHILLIPS Notice of Service Upon Defenant timothy Baker of Steve Verby 
Plaintiffs' Terri Boyd-Davis and Brian F. Davis' 
Responses to Defendant Bakers' Fiest Set of 
Interrogatories and Request for Production to 
Plaintiffs Davis 
OPPELT Letter Regarding Unavailable Dates for August, Steve Verby 
September and October 2010 from Joby 
Mclaughlin 
OPPELT Hearing Scheduled (Motion 09/10/2010 09:00 Steve Verby 
AM) for Temporary Restraining Order and 
Preliminary Injunction 
OPPELT Notice Of Hearing Steve Verby 
OPPELT Scheduling Order Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Supplemental Affidavit of Terri Boyd-Davis in Steve Verby 
Support of Plaintiffs' Motion for Order Authorizing 
Publication in Lieu of Personal Service on 
Out-of-State Defendant John Pandrea 
PHILLIPS Notice of Motion and Amended Motion for Order Steve Verby 
Authorizing Publication in Lieu of Personal 
Service on Out-of-State Defendant John Pandrea 
- Sept 8, 2010 
PHILLIPS Hearing Scheduled (Motion 09/08/2010 09:00 Steve Verby 
AM) for Publication 
PHILLIPS Scheduling Form - Defendants Baker and Steve Verby 
Gilbertson's Scheduling Form 
OPPELT Copy of Letter from M&M Court Reporting Steve Verby 
Service, Inc. to D. Toby Mclaughlin 
PHILLIPS Amended Notice Of Hearing on Motion for Order Steve Verby 
Authorizing Publication in Lieu of Personal 
Service on Out of State Defendant John Pandrea 
PHILLIPS Hearing Scheduled (Motion 09/10/2010 09:00 Steve Verby 
AM) for Order Authorizing Publication 
OPPELT Affidavit of Terri Boyd-Davis in Support of Steve Verby 
Plaintiffs' Opposition to 
Defendants/Counterclaimant Bakers' Motion for 
Temporary Restraining Order and Preliminary 
Injunction 
Date: 3/5/2013 
Time: 12: M 















First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
OPPELT Scheduling Form - Terry Boyd-Davis 
OPPELT Opposition to Defendants/Counterclaimant 
Bakers' Motion for Temporary Restraining Order 
and Preliminary Injunction 
OPPELT Affidavit of Brian F. Davis 
OPPELT Affidavit of Deanna Barrett 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 09/08/2010 
09:00AM: Hearing Vacated for Publication (no 
indication that hearing was held - may have been 
typo on notice from Plaintiff) 
ANDERSON Court Minutes 
Hearing type: Motion For Temporary Restraining 
Order 
Hearing date: 9/10/2010 
Time: 9:08 am 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Val Larson 
Minutes Clerk: Lynne Anderson 
Tape Number: CTRM 2 
Toby McLaughlin 
Terry Boyd-Davis 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 09/10/2010 
09:00 AM: Court Log- Crtrm 2 for Order 
Authorizing Publication 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 09/10/2010 
09:00 AM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Val Larson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: less than 100 
for Order Authorizing Publication 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 09/10/2010 
09:00 AM: Motion Granted for Order Authorizing 
Publication 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 09/10/2010 
09:00AM: Court Log- Crtrm 2 
for Temporary Restraining Order and Preliminary 
Injunction 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 09/10/2010 
09:00 AM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Val Larson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: less than 100 
for Temporary Restraining Order and Preliminary 
Injunction 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 09/10/2010 
09:00 AM: Motion Granted for Temporary 
Restraining Order and Preliminary Injunction 
(per court log, no contact between parties, no 
improvements or damage to be done to property) 


















Time: 12. M 















First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
JACKSON Order 3 pgs 
SMITH Miscellaneous - Transcript Estimate 
OPPELT Notice Of Hearing on Motion for Order to Compel 
Discovery Responses 
OPPELT Hearing Scheduled (Motion to Compel 
11/17/2010 11 :00 AM) 
OPPELT Notice Of Trial (Pretrial Order Attached) 
OPPELT Order for Mediation 
OPPELT Hearing Scheduled (Court Trial - 4 Days 
03/28/2011 09:00 AM) 
PHILLIPS letter and submission of blank Summons 
PHILLIPS Miscellaneous Payment: Tape/copy Time Fee 
Paid by: Terri Boyd-Davis Receipt number: 
0444628 Dated: 10/1/2010 Amount: $5.00 
(Check) 
PHILLIPS Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Fee Paid by: 
Terri Boyd-Davis Receipt number: 0444628 
Dated: 10/1/2010 Amount: $1.25 (Check) 
PHILLIPS Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Sales Tax 
Paid by: Terri Boyd-Davis Receipt number: 
0444628 Dated: 10/1/2010 Amount: $.08 
(Check) 
HENDRICKSO Terry Boyd will send the fee for the CD. Tracy is 
holding. and she will also be sending a summons 
to be issued for the Order of Publication dated 
9-10-2010. I do not see that she summons was 
issued. She is asking that the summons be 
returned with the CD. Jo 
PHILLIPS Summons Issued - by Publication 
PHILLIPS Miscellaneous Payment: Registered Mail Fee 
Paid by: Terri Boyd-Davis Receipt number: 
0445598 Dated: 10/18/2010 Amount: $1.20 
(Check) 
PHILLIPS Miscellaneous Payment: Tape/copy Time Fee 
Paid by: Terri Boyd-Davis Receipt number: 
0445598 Dated: 10/18/2010 Amount: $5.00 
(Check) 
PHILLIPS Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Fee Paid by: 
Terri Boyd-Davis Receipt number: 0445598 
Dated: 10/18/2010 Amount: $1.25 (Check) 
PHILLIPS Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Sales Tax 
Paid by: Terri Boyd-Davis Receipt number: 
0445598 Dated: 10/18/2010 Amount: $.08 
(Check) 
























Time: 12: M 















First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etaL vs. Mary Pandrea, eta!. 
User 
MORELAND Affidavit of Terri Boyd-Davis in Support of 
Plaintiffs' Motion for Leave to Amend Plaintiffs' 
First Amended Complaint to Include a Claim for 
an Award of Punitive Damages 
MORELAND Affidavit of Brian F. Davis in Support of Plaintiffs' 
Motion for Leave to Amend Plaintiffs' First 
Amended Complaint to Include a Claim for An 
Award of Punitive Damages 
MORELAND Plaintiffs' Motion for Leave to Amend Plaintiffs' 
First Amended Complaint to Include a Claim for 
An Award of Punitive Damages 
MORELAND Notice Of Hearing RE: Plaintiffs' Motion for Leave 
to Amend Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint to 
Include a Claim for an Award of Punitive 
Damages 
MORELAND Hearing Scheduled (Motion 11/17/2010 11:00 
AM) for Leave to Amend Plfs' First Amended 
Complaint 
MORELAND Proof Of Service of Notice of Hearing On 
Plaintiffs' Motion for Leave to Amend Plaintiffs' 
First Amended Complaint to Include a Claim for 
An Award of Punitive Damages & Supporting 
Documents 
MORELAND Plaintiffs Motion To Compel Responses to 
Plaintiffs' First Set of Requests for Admissions, 
Interrogatories, & Requests for Production to 
Defendants Timothy Baker & Nellie Gilbertson 
MORELAND Affidavit of Terri Boyd-Davis in Support of Plfs' 
Motion to Compel Responses to Plfs' First Set of 
Requests for Admissions, Interrogatories, & 
Requests for Production of Documents to 
Defendants Timothy Baker & Nellie Gilbertson 
OPPELT Notice of Continuance of Hearing on Plaintiffs' 1) 
Motion for Leave to Amend Plaintiffs' First 
Amended Complaint to Include a Claim for an 
Award of Punitive Damages; and 2) Motion for 
Order to Compel Discovery Responses 
OPPELT Hearing result for Motion held on 11 /17 /2010 
11:00AM: Continued for Leave to Amend Plfs' 
First Amended Complaint 
OPPELT Hearing result for Motion to Compel held on 
11/17/2010 11:00 AM: Continued 
OPPELT Hearing Scheduled (Motion to Compel 
12/08/2010 03:30 PM) Discovery Responses 
(Plaintiffs' Motion) 
OPPELT Hearing Scheduled (Motion 12/08/2010 03:30 
PM) for Leave to Amend Plaintiffs' First 
Amended Complaint to Include a Claim for an 
































First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
MORELAND Notice Of Service Re: Defendant Bakers' 
Amended Request for Admissions, Answers to 
Interrogatories & Production of Documents, set 
one 
MORELAND Certificate of Service of Affidavit of 
Terri-Boyd-Davis in Support of Plaintiffs' Motion to 
Compel Responses to Plaintiffs' First Set of 
Requests for Admissions, Interrogatories, & 
Requests for Production of Documents to 
Defendants Timothy Baker & Nellie Gilbertson 
MORELAND Amended Affidavit of Terri Boyd-Davis in Support 
of Plaintiffs' Motion for Leave to Amend Plaintiffs' 
First Amended complaint to Include a Claim for 
an Award of Punitive Damages 








MORELAND Memorandum in Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion to Steve Verby 
Compel Discovery 
MORELAND Memorandum in Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion Steve Verby 
for Leave to Amend Plaintiffs First Amended 
Complaint to Include a Claim for An Award of 
Punitive Damages 
MORELAND Affidavit of Stephanie Allen in Support of Steve Verby 
Defendants Memorandum in Opposition to 
Plaintiffs' Motion for Leave to Amend Plaintiffs 
First Amended Complaint to Include a Claim for 
Punitive Damages 
MORELAND Notice Of Plaintiffs' Motion for Partial Summary Steve Verby 
Judgment 
MORELAND Plaintiffs' Memorandum in Support of Motion for Steve Verby 
Partial Summary Judgment 
MORELAND Affidavit of Terri Boyd-Davis in Support of Steve Verby 
Plaintiffs' Motion for Partial Summary Judgment 
MORELAND Affidavit of Brian F. Davis in Support of Plaintiffs' Steve Verby 
Motion for Partial Summary Judgment 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 12/08/2010 Steve Verby 
03:30 PM: Court Log- City Hall 
for Leave to Amend Plaintiffs' First Amended 
Complaint to Include a Claim for an Award of 
Punitive Damages 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 12/08/2010 Steve Verby 
03:30 PM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Val Larson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: less than 100 
for Leave to Amend Plaintiffs' First Amended 




Time: 12 M 
















First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 12/08/2010 
03:30 PM: Motion Granted (in part) 
for Leave to Amend Plaintiffs' First Amended 
Complaint to Include a Claim for an Award of 
Punitive Damages 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 12/08/2010 
03:30 PM: Motion Denied (in part) 
for Leave to Amend Plaintiffs' First Amended 
Complaint to Include a Claim for an Award of 
Punitive Damages 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion to Compel held on 
12/08/2010 03:30 PM: Court Log- City Hall 
Discovery Responses (Plaintiffs' Motion) 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion to Compel held on 
12/08/2010 03:30 PM: District Court Hearing Hel< 
Court Reporter: Val Larson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: less than 100 
Discovery Responses (Plaintiffs' Motion) 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion to Compel held on 
12/08/2010 03:30 PM: Motion Granted 
Discovery Responses (Plaintiffs' Motion) 
PHILLIPS Terri Boyd-Davis to submit order 
PHILLIPS Exhibit List (Plaintiffs) 
SECK Court Minutes 
Hearing type: Motions 
Hearing date: 12/8/2010 
Time: 3:31 pm 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: 
Minutes Clerk: Melissa Seek 
Tape Number: city hall 
PHILLIPS Hearing Scheduled (Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment 01/05/2011 03:30 PM) Plfs Motn 
PHILLIPS Affidavit of Jean L. Coleman in Support of 
Plaintiffs' Motion for Partial Summary Judgment 
MORELAND Order Granting Plaintiffs' Motion to Compel 
Responses to Plaintiffs' First Set of Requests for 
Admissions, Interrogatories, & Requests for 
Production to Defendants Timothy Baker & Nellie 
Gilbertson 
MORELAND Order Granting Plaintiffs Leave to Amend Their 
First Amended Complaint to Include Claims for 
Relief of Punitive Damages Against Defendants 















MORELAND Clerk Information - Copies & Envelopes for above Steve Verby 
2 orders have not been provided. She has been 
told many times. 
MORELAND Notice of Deposition of Terri Boyd-Davis - Steve Verby 
02/10/2011 9:00 
Date: 3/5/2013 
Time: 12: M 



















First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
MORELAND Notice of Deposition of Brian Davis 2/10/11 1 :00 
PHILLIPS Affidavit of Toby Mclaughlin in Opposition to 
Plaintiffs Motion for Partial Summary Judgment 
PHILLIPS Affidavit of Dori Tucker in Support of Defnendats' 
Opposition to Plaintiffs Motion for Partial 
Summary Judgment 
PHILLIPS Affidavit of Ronald Self in Support of Defendants 
memorandum in Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion 
for Prtial Summary Judgment 
PHILLIPS Memorandum in Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion 
for Partial Summary Judgment 
PHILLIPS Motion to Strike Affidavits Filed in Support of 
Plaintiffs' Motion for Summary Judgment 
PHILLIPS Notice Of Hearing Re: Motion to Strike Affidavits 
in Support of Plaintiffs' Motion for Summary 
Judgment - Jan 5, 2011 
PHILLIPS Notice Of Service Re: Defendant Gilbertson's 
Third Supplemental Responses to Plaintiffs' 
Request for Admissions, Answers to 
Interrogatories and Production of Documents, Set 
One 
PHILLIPS Hearing Scheduled (Motion 01/05/2011 02:30 
PM) to Strike Affidavits 
KELSO Miscellaneous-Berg &Laughlin request for 
transcript for Plaintiffs hearing on Motion for 
Order to Compel Discovery Responses and 
Plaintiffs Motion for Leave to Amend Plaintiffs 
First Amended Complaint for an Award of 
Punitive Damages held on Dec. 8, 2010. 
OPPELT Notice of Compliance with Pretrial Order Re 
Plaintiffs' Expert Witness Disclosure 
PHILLIPS Plaintiffs' Opposition to Defendants' Motion to 
Strike Affidavits Filed in Support of Plaintiffs' 
Motion for Summary Judgment 
PHILLIPS Plaintiffs' Reply to Defendants' Memorandum in 
Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion for Partial 
Summary Judgment 
PHILLIPS Affidavit of Cheryl Piehl in Support of Plaintiffs' 
Motion for Partial Summary Judgment' 
OPPELT Amended Notice Of Hearing on Plaintiffs' Motion 
for Partial Summary Judgment 
OPPELT Hearing result for Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment held on 01/05/2011 03:30 PM: 
Continued Plfs Motn 
OPPELT Hearing Scheduled (Motion for Partial Summary 





















Time: 12: M 

















First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
OPPELT Notice Of Service Re: Defendant Bakers' Third 
Supplemental Resonses to Plaintiffs' Request for 
Answers to Interrogatories and Production of 
Documents, Set One 
OPPELT Defendants Baker and Gilbertson's Motion to 
Shorten Time 
OPPELT Notice Of Hearing Re: Motion for Protective 
Order 
OPPELT Hearing Scheduled (Motion 01/05/2011 02:30 
PM) for Protective Order 
OPPELT Defendant's Motion for Protective Order 
OPPELT Affidavit of Toby Mclaughlin in Support of 









PHILLIPS Amended Affidavit of Toby Mclaughlin in Support Steve Verby 
of Defendants' Motion for Protective Order 
PHILLIPS Notice of Medical Condition of Defendant James Steve Verby 
Gilbertson 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion for Partial Summary Steve Verby 
Judgment held on 01/05/2011 02:30 PM: Court 
Log- City Hall Plfs Motn 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion for Partial Summary Steve Verby 
Judgment held on 01/05/2011 02:30 PM: District 
Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Val Larson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: less than 100 
Plfs Motn 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion for Partial Summary Steve Verby 
Judgment held on 01/05/2011 02:30 PM: Motion 
Denied Plfs Motn 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 01/05/2011 Steve Verby 
02:30 PM: Court Log- City Hall 
to Strike Affidavits 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 01/05/2011 Steve Verby 
02:30 PM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Val Larson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: less than 100 
to Strike Affidavits 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 01/05/2011 Steve Verby 
02:30 PM: Motion Denied to Strike Affidavits 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 01/05/2011 Steve Verby 
02:30 PM: Court Log- City Hall 
for Protective Order 
4 
Date: 3/5/ 
Time: 12: M 













First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, eta!. 
User 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 01/05/2011 
02:30 PM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Val Larson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: less than 100 
for Protective Order 
RASOR Court Minutes 
Hearing type: Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment/ motn 
Hearing date: 1/5/2011 
Time: 2:42 pm 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Val Larson 
Minutes Clerk: Sandra Rasor 
Tape Number: City Hall 
HENDRICKSO Miscellaneous Payment: Tape/copy Time Fee 
Paid by: Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0449721 
Dated: 1/6/2011 Amount: $5.00 (Check) 
HENDRICKSO Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Fee Paid by: 
Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0449721 Dated: 
1/6/2011 Amount: $1.25 (Check) 
HENDRICKSO Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Sales Tax 
Paid by: Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0449721 
Dated: 1/6/2011 Amount: $.08 (Check) 
PHILLIPS Clerk Information - no indication who is to submit 
order from 1/05/11 hearing 
OPPELT Letter from Terri Boyd-Davis to Judge Verby 
OPPELT Hearing Scheduled (Motion 02/23/2011 01 :30 
PM) for Protective Order 
OPPELT Amended Notice Of Hearing 
BOWERS Miscellaneous Payment: Registered Mail Fee 
Paid by: Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 
0449984 Dated: 1/11/2011 Amount: $.87 (Cash) 
PHILLIPS ********************BEGIN FILE NO. 
5**************** 
OPPELT Affidavit of Service Re: Subpoena Duces Tecum 















OPPELT Affidavit Of Service Re: Subpoena Duces Tecum Steve Verby 
to Rob Stratton 
OPPELT Notice Of Service Upon Defendant Timothy Baker Steve Verby 
of Plaintiffs Requests for Admissions, Answers to 
Interrogatories, and Production of Documents to 
Defendant Timothy Baker, Set Two 
OPPELT Second Amended Complaint to Quiet Title, for Steve Verby 
Damages for Timber Trespass and Common Law 
Trespass, for Injunctive Relief, Including Claim for 
Punitive Damages 
OPPELT Acknowledgement Pursuant to Rule 16(k)(7) Steve Verby 
IRCP Regarding Case St@lf'?tdiation 
Time: 12: 



















First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
OPPELT Affidavit of Terri Boyd-Davis in Support of 
Plaintiffs Motion for Leave of Court to File 
Amended Complaint 
OPPELT Plaintiffs' Motion and Brief for Leave of Court to 
File Amended Complaint 
OPPELT Notice Of Hearing on Plaintiffs' Motion for Leave 
of Court to File Amended Complaint 
OPPELT Hearing Scheduled (Motion 02/09/2011 09: 15 
AM) for Leave of Court to File Amended 
Complaint 
MORELAND Defendants' Expert Witness Disclosure 
OPPELT Copy of a Letter from M&M Court Reporting 
Service, Inc. to Arthur B. Macomber 
OPPELT Defendants' Objection to Plaintiffs' Motion for a 
Third Amended Complaint 
OPPELT Motion to Shorten Time 
OPPELT Motion to Strike and Motion for Preliminary 
Injunction; Notice of Hearing 
OPPELT Hearing Scheduled (Motion 02/09/2011 09:15 
AM) to Strike Pleadings 
OPPELT Hearing Scheduled (Motion 02/09/2011 09: 15 
AM) for a Protective Order 
OPPELT Hearing Scheduled (Motion 02/09/2011 09:15 
AM) to Shorten Time 
OPPELT Memorandum Supporting Motion to Strike and 
















BOWERS Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Steve Verby 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 0451090 Dated: 
2/3/2011 Amount: $7.00 (Check) 
PHILLIPS Affidavit of Toby Mclaughlin in Support of Steve Verby 
Defendant's Motion for Preliminary Injunction 
PHILLIPS Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis' Opposition to Steve Verby 
Defendants' Motion to Strike and Motion for 
Preliminary Injunction 
PHILLIPS Affidavit of Terri Boy-Davis in Support of Plaintiff Steve Verby 
Terri Boyd-Davis' Opposition to Defendatns' 
Motion to Strike and Motion for Preliminary 
Injunction and in Support of Plaintiffs Motion to 
Amend Complaint 
1 
Time: 12. M 












First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
ANDERSON Court Minutes 
Hearing type: Motion To Strike, Amend 
Complaint, 
Hearing date: 2/9/2011 
Time: 9: 19 am 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Val Larson 
Minutes Clerk: Lynne Anderson 






PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 02/09/2011 
09:15 AM: Court Log- Crtrm 4 
for Leave of Court to File Amended Complaint 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 02/09/2011 
09:15 AM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Val Larson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: less than 100 
for Leave of Court to File Amended Complaint 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 02/09/2011 
09:15 AM: Motion Granted for Leave of Court to 
File Amended Complaint 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 02/09/2011 
09:15 AM: Court Log-Crtrm 4 
to Shorten Time 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 02/09/2011 
09:15 AM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Val Larson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Less than 100 
to Shorten Time 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 02/09/2011 
09:15 AM: Motion Granted to Shorten Time 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 02/09/2011 
09:15 AM: Court Log-Crtrm 4 for a Protective 
Order 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 02/09/2011 
09:15 AM: Continued for a Protective Order (to 
be heard 2/23/11) 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 02/09/2011 
































First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 02/09/2011 
09:15 AM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Val Larson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: less than 100 
to Strike Pleadings 
PHILLIPS Plaintiffs given 48 hrs to sign pleadings; if not, 
Judge will Strike pleadings 
PHILLIPS Snedden to submit order 
KELSO Miscellaneous Payment: Tape/copy Time Fee 
Paid by: Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 








KELSO Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Fee Paid by: Steve Verby 
Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 0451685 Dated: 
2/11/2011 Amount: $1.25 (Check) 
KELSO Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Sales Tax Steve Verby 
Paid by: Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 
0451685 Dated: 2/11/2011 Amount: $.08 
(Check) 
PHILLIPS Order for Signatures and Denying Preliminary Steve Verby 
Injunction 
PHILLIPS copy of letter from M & M Court Reporting to Steve Verby 
Richard Del Carlo re transcript 
PHILLIPS copy of letter from M & M Court Reporting to Steve Verby 
Robert Lynn Stratton re transcript 
PHILLIPS Notice of Service of Plaintiffs' Expert Witness Steve Verby 
Disclosure With Signatures of All Plaintiffs 
PHILLIPS Order Granting Plaintiffs' Leave to Amend Their Steve Verby 
Second Amended Complaint to Include a Claim of 
Adverse Possession Under Written Claim of Title 
OPPELT ******************Begin File 6*********************** Steve Verby 
OPPELT Plaintiff Terry Boyd-Davis' Opposition to Steve Verby 
Defendants' Motion for Protective Order 
OPPELT Affidavit of Terri Boyd-Davis' in Support of Steve Verby 
Plaintiffs Opposition to Defendants' Motion for 
Protective Order 
BOWERS Filing: 11 - Initial Appearance by persons other Steve Verby 
than the plaintiff or petitioner Paid by: Mary 
Pandrea Receipt number: 0451891 Dated: 
2/15/2011 Amount: $58.00 (Check) For: 
Pandrea, John (defendant) 
OPPELT Letter from John Pandrea Steve Verby 
OPPELT Copy of the Letter from John Pandrea Sent to all Steve Verby 
Parties per Sylvia/Law Clerk 
Date: 3/5/ 
Time: 12: 



















First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
PHILLIPS Miscellaneous Payment: Tape/copy Time Fee 
Paid by: Terri Boyd-Davis Receipt number: 





PHILLIPS Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Fee Paid by: Steve Verby 
Terri Boyd-Davis Receipt number: 0451966 
Dated: 2/16/2011 Amount: $3.75 (Check) 
PHILLIPS Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Sales Tax Steve Verby 
Paid by: Terri Boyd-Davis Receipt number: 
0451966 Dated: 2/16/2011 Amount: $.24 
(Check) 
OPPELT Notice Of Deposition of Carol Baker Steve Verby 
OPPELT Notice Of Deposition of Timothy Baker Steve Verby 
OPPELT Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis' Request to Set Final Steve Verby 
Pre-Trial Conference 
PHILLIPS Plaintiffs Motion To Compel Responses to Steve Verby 
Plaintiffs' Requests for Admissions, Answers to 
Interrogatories, and Production of Documents to 
Defendant Timothy Baker, Set Two 
PHILLIPS Motion to Shorten Time Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Affidavit of Terri Boyd-Davis in Support of Steve Verby 
Plaintiffs Motion to Compel 
PHILLIPS received (Proposed) Order Granting Plaintiffs Steve Verby 
Motion to Compel Responses to Plaintiffs' 
Requests for Admissions, Answers to 
Interrogatories and Production of Documents to 
Defendant Timothy Baker, Set Two 
PHILLIPS Notice Of Hearing Re: Plaintiffs Motion to Steve Verby 
Shorten Time and Motion to Compel Discovery 
Responses - Feb 23, 2011 
PHILLIPS Hearing Scheduled (Motion to Compel Steve Verby 
02/23/2011 01 :30 PM) and to Shorten Time 
PHILLIPS Notice Of Service Of Discovery Responses - Steve Verby 
Notice of Service Upon Defendant Timothy Baker 
of Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis' Supplemental 
Responses to Defendant Bakers' First Set of 
Interrogatories and Requests for Production to 
Plaintiffs Davis 
OPPELT Notice Of Service Re: Subpoena Duces Tecum Steve Verby 
to Nellie Gilbertson 
OPPELT Notice Of Service Re: Defendant Timothy Steve Verby 
Baker's Responses to Plaintiffs' Request for 
Admissions, Answers to Interrogatories and 
Production of Documents, Set Two 
OPPELT Notice Of Service RE: Subpoena Duces Tecum Steve Verby 
to Mary Pandrea 
OPPELT Notice Of Service RE: Subpoena Duces Tecum Steve Verby 























First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
OPPELT Notice Of Service RE: Subpoena Duces Tecum 
to David Evans 
OPPELT Notice Of Service RE: Subpoena Duces Tecum 
to Tim Kastning 
SECK Court Minutes 
Hearing type: Motion for Protective Order/Motion 
Hearing date: 2/23/2011 
Time: 1 :29 pm 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Val Larson 
Minutes Clerk: Melissa Seek 
Tape Number: crtm 4 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 02/23/2011 
01:30 PM: Court Log- Crtrm 4 for Protective 
Order 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 02/23/2011 
01:30 PM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Val Larson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: less than 100 
for Protective Order 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 02/23/2011 
01:30 PM: Motion Granted for Protective Order 
(exceptions noted on record) 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion to Compel held on 
02/23/2011 01:30 PM: Court Log- Crtrm 4 and 
to Shorten Time 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion to Compel held on 
02/23/2011 01 :30 PM: District Court Hearing Heh 
Court Reporter: Val Larson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: less than 100 
and to Shorten Time 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion to Compel held on 
02/23/2011 01 :30 PM: Motion Granted and to 
Shorten Time 
OPPELT Affidavit Of Service of Supoenas on Non-Party 
Witness on Glahe & Associates Professional 
Land Surveyors 
OPPELT Affidavit Of Service of Supoenas on Non-Party 
Witness Stephen Smith 
OPPELT Affidavit Of Service 
OPPELT Notice of Intent to Take Default of Defendant 
John Pandrea 
OPPELT Third Amended Complaint to Quiet Title, for 
Damages for Timber Trespass and Common Law 
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PHILLIPS Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Steve Verby 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0452528 Dated: 
2/28/2011 Amount: $25.00 (Check) 
OPPELT First Amended Defendants' Expert Witness Steve Verby 
Disclosure 
OPPELT *********************BEGIN Fl LE Steve Verby 
?********************** 
KELSO Miscellaneous Payment: Tape/copy Time Fee Steve Verby 
Paid by: Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 
0452677 Dated: 3/2/2011 Amount: $5.00 
(Check) 
KELSO Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Fee Paid by: Steve Verby 
Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 0452677 Dated: 
3/2/2011 Amount: $1.25 (Check) 
KELSO Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Sales Tax Steve Verby 
Paid by: Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 
0452677 Dated: 3/2/2011 Amount: $.08 (Check) 
KELSO Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Steve Verby 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0452678 Dated: 
3/2/2011 Amount: $9.00 (Check) 
OPPELT Defendant John Pandrea's Answer to Plaintiff's Steve Verby 
Notice of Intent to Take Default of Defendant Jon 
Pandrea, Defendant John Pandrea's Motion for 
Dismissal of all Charges Brought by Plaintiffs 
Against Defendant John Pandrea , and Defendant 
John Pandrea's Objection to Plaintiff's 
Unauthorized Practice of Law 
OPPELT Certificate Of Service Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Defendants/Counterclaimant Baker's Answer to Steve Verby 
Plaintiffs' Third Amended Complaint, Affirmative 
Defenses and Counterclaims 
PHILLIPS Certificate of Service Re: First Amended Steve Verby 
Defendants' Expert Witness Disclosure 
OPPELT Notice to Counsel Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Stipulation and Order of dismissal with Prejudice Steve Verby 
Re: Claims by and Against Gilbertsons 
PHILLIPS Amended Notice Of Taking Deposition of Timothy Steve Verby 
Baker 
PHILLIPS Amended Notice Of Taking Deposition of Carol Steve Verby 
Baker 
PHILLIPS Order of Dismissal With Prejudice - (re Claims by Steve Verby 
and Against Gilbertsons - on Page 2 of 
Stipulation) 
Time: 12: 

























First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, eta!. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
PHILLIPS Civil Disposition entered for: Gilbertson, James, 
Defendant; Gilbertson, Nellie, Defendant; 
Boyd-Davis, Terry, Plaintiff; Coleman, Jean L, 
Plaintiff; Davis, Brian F, Plaintiff. Filing date: 
3/9/2011 
PHILLIPS Affidavit Of Service of Trial Subpoena 
PHILLIPS Notice of Cancellation of Depositions of 
Defendants Timothy and Carol Baker 
PHILLIPS Plainitiff Exhibit List 
PHILLIPS Witness List - Plaintiffs 
PHILLIPS Application For Entry of Default of Defendant 
John Pandrea 
PHILLIPS Affidavit of Terri Boyd-Davis in Support of 
Application for Entry of Default of Defendant John 
Pandrea 
PHILLIPS Defendant(s) Exhibit List 
PHILLIPS Defendant's Witness List 
PHILLIPS Waiver and Acceptance of Service (re: Nellie 
Gilbertson) (not notarized) 
PHILLIPS Waiver and Acceptance of Service (re David 
Evans) 
PHILLIPS received Defendants exhibits A thru Ill 
PHILLIPS Waiver and Acceptance of Service (of trial 
subpoena - Alliance Title and Escrow) 
OPPELT Notice Of Service Re: Defendant Timothy 
Baker's Third Supplemental Responses to 
Plaintiffs' Request for Admissions, Answers to 
Interrogatories and Production of Documents 
OPPELT Defendants' First Amended Exhibit List 
PHILLIPS Plaintiff Terri Boyd Davis' Proposed Findings of 
Fact and Conclusions of Law 
PHILLIPS Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis' Trial Brief 
PHILLIPS Plainitiff Amended Exhibit List 
PHILLIPS Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis' Motion in Limine Re 
Exclusion of Testimony of Defendants' 






















PHILLIPS Affidavit of Terri Boyd Davis in Support of Plaintiff Steve Verby 
Terri Boyd Davis' Motion in Limine Re Exclusion 
of Testimony of Defendants' Designated Expert 
Witnesses 
PHILLIPS Trial Brief (Mclaughlin) Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Defendant Bakers Opposition to Plaintiffs' Steve Verby 
Application for Entry of Default of Defendant John 
Pandrea 
PHILLIPS Defendant Bakers' Proposed Findings of fact and Steve Verby 
Conclusions of Law 
J'.ii 
Date: 3/5/ 
Time: 12: M 




















First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
PHILLIPS Motion to Shorten Time 
PHILLIPS Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis Motion for Sanctions 
Against Defendant Timothy Baker for Failure to 
Comply With Discovery Order 
PHILLIPS Affidavit of Terri Boyd- Davis in Support of Her 
Motion for Sanctions Against Defendant Timothy 
Baker for Failure to Comply with Discovery Order 
PHILLIPS Notice Of Hearing on Plaintiff Terri Boyd- Davis' 
Motion for Sanctions Against Defendant Timothy 
Baker for Failure to Comply With Discovery 
Order, and Motion to Shorten Time - March 28, 
2011 
PHILLIPS Hearing Scheduled (Motion 03/28/2011 09:00 
AM} to Shorten Time 
PHILLIPS Hearing Scheduled (Motion 03/28/2011 09:00 
AM} for Sanctions 
PHILLIPS Affidavit of Toby Mclaughlin Supporting 
Defendants' Response to Plaintiffs' Motion in 
Li mine 
PHILLIPS Defendant's Response to Plaintiffs Motion in 
Li mine 
PHILLIPS Notice Of Service Of Discovery Documents -
Defendant Baker's Amended Response to 
Plaintiffs' Request for Admission, Answers to 













OPPELT ********************Begin File 8*********************** Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Affidavit of Service (of trial subpoena) Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Plaintiffs Second Amended Exhibit List Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS copy of letter from M & M Court Reporting to Steve Verby 
Mclaughlin with attached errata sheets 
PHILLIPS copy of letter from M & M Court Reporting to Terri Steve Verby 
Boyd-Davis re Gilbertson deposition 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 03/28/2011 Steve Verby 
09:00 AM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Val Larson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: over 500 
to Shorten Time 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 03/28/2011 Steve Verby 
09:00AM: Motion Granted to Shorten Time 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Court Trial - 4 Days held on Steve Verby 
03/28/2011 09:00 AM: Court Log- Crtrm 4 Day 1 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Court Trial - 4 Days held on Steve Verby 
03/28/2011 09:00 AM: Court Trial Started Day 1 
Date: 3/5/2013 
Time: 12. M 










First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Court Trial - 4 Days held on 
03/28/2011 09:00 AM: District Court Hearing Hele 
Court Reporter: Val Larson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Day 1 over 100 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Court Trial held on 03/29/2011 
09:00 AM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Val Larson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Day 2 over100 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 03/28/2011 
09:00AM: Court Log- Crtrm 4 for Sanctions 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 03/28/2011 
09:00 AM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Val Larson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: over 100 
for Sanctions 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Court Trial held on 03/29/2011 
09:00AM: Court Log- Crtrm 4 Day2 
AYER LE Court Minutes 
Hearing type: Court Trial - Day 1 
Hearing date: 3/28/2011 
Time: 9:31 am 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Val Larson 
Minutes Clerk: Susan Ayerle 
Tape Number: 4 
Plaintiffs Pro se 
Toby Mclaughlin for Def 
AYER LE Court Minutes 
Hearing type: Court Trial - Day 2 
Hearing date: 3/29/2011 
Time: 9:02 am 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Val Larson 
Minutes Clerk: Susan Ayerle 
Tape Number: 4 
Plaintiffs Pro Se 
Toby Mclaughlin for Defendants Baker 
AYER LE Court Minutes 
Hearing type: Court Trial Day 3 
Hearing date: 3/30/2011 
Time: 9:04 am 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Val Larson 
Minutes Clerk: Susan Ayerle 
Tape Number: 4 























First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
AYER LE Court Minutes 
Hearing type: Court Trial - Day 4 
Hearing date: 3/31/2011 
Time: 9:03 am 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Val Larson 
Minutes Clerk: Susan Ayerle 
Tape Number: 4 
Terri Boyd Davis 
Brian Davis 
Jean Coleman 
Toby McLaughlin for Defendants Baker 
CMOORE Hearing Scheduled (Hearing Scheduled 
04/06/2011 03:00 PM) Announce Decision 
CMOORE Hearing result for Hearing Scheduled held on 
04/06/2011 03:00 PM: Hearing Vacated 
Announce Decision 
CMOORE Hearing Rescheduled (Hearing Scheduled 
04/08/2011 02:00 PM) Announce Decision 
BOWERS Miscellaneous Payment: Tape/copy Time Fee 
Paid by: Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0454778 
Dated: 4/7/2011 Amount: $20.00 (Check) 
BOWERS Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Fee Paid by: 
Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0454778 Dated: 
4/7/2011 Amount: $5.00 (Check) 
BOWERS Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Sales Tax 
Paid by: Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0454778 
Dated: 4/7/2011 Amount: $.33 (Check) 
PHILLIPS Augmentation of Brief 
HENDRICKSO Miscellaneous Payment: Tape/copy Time Fee 
Paid by: Terry L. Davis Receipt number: 0455131 












HENDRICKSO Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Fee Paid by: Steve Verby 
Terry L. Davis Receipt number: 0455131 Dated: 
4/14/2011 Amount: $5.00 (Cash) 
HENDRICKSO Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Sales Tax Steve Verby 
Paid by: Terry L. Davis Receipt number: 0455131 
Dated: 4/14/2011 Amount: $.32 (Cash) 
CMOORE Continued (Hearing Scheduled 04/28/2011 Steve Verby 
02:00 PM) Announce Decision 
CMOORE Notice of Hearing Steve Verby 
Date: 3/5/ 
Time: 12: M 














First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
AYER LE Court Minutes 
Hearing type: Announce Decision 
Hearing date: 4/28/2011 
Time: 2:01 pm 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Val Larson 
Minutes Clerk: Susan Ayerle 
Tape Number: 3 
Plaintiffs Pro Se 
Toby Mclaughlin for Defense 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 03/28/2011 
09:00 AM: Court Log- Crtrm 4 to Shorten Time 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Hearing Scheduled held on 
04/28/2011 02:00 PM: Court Log- Announce 
Decision 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Hearing Scheduled held on 
04/28/2011 02:00 PM: District Court Hearing Heh 
Court Reporter: Val Larson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Announce Decision 1100 pages 
tota! for trial and decision 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Hearing Scheduled held on 
04/28/2011 02:00 PM: Disposition With Hearing 
Announce Decision 
PHILLIPS Order Determining Liability and Order for 
Removal of Chain Link Fence 
PHILLIPS Civil Disposition entered for: Pandrea, John, 
Defendant; Pandrea, Mary, Defendant; 
Boyd-Davis, Terry, Plaintiff; Coleman, Jean L, 
Plaintiff; Davis, Brian F, Plaintiff. Filing date: 
4/28/2011 
PHILLIPS STATUS CHANGED: closed 
KELSO ESTIMATE OF TRANSCRIPT-from Val Larson 
$3,575.00 
KELSO Miscellaneous Payment: Registered Mail Fee 
Paid by: Berg & Mclaughlin Receipt number: 
0456225 Dated: 5/4/2011 Amount: $.01 (Check) 
KELSO Miscellaneous Payment: Tape/copy Time Fee 
Paid by: Berg & Mclaughlin Receipt number: 
0456225 Dated: 5/4/2011 Amount: $25.00 
(Check) 
KELSO Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Fee Paid by: 
Berg & Mclaughlin Receipt number: 0456225 
Dated: 5/4/2011 Amount: $6.25 (Check) 
KELSO Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Sales Tax 
Paid by: Berg & Mclaughlin Receipt number: 
0456225 Dated: 5/4/2011 Amount: $.40 (Check) 
OPPELT Letter from Terri Boyd-Davis to Judge Verby 
PHILLIPS Amended Order Determini~ Liability and order 





































First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 




BOWERS Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Steve Verby 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 0456539 Dated: 
5/10/2011 Amount: $7. 00 (Check) 
PHILLIPS Defendants' Motion for Reconsideration of Trial Steve Verby 
Decision and Motion for Clarification 
PHILLIPS Memorandum in Support of Defendants' Motion Steve Verby 
for Reconsideration of Trial Decision and Motion 
for Clarification 
KELSO Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Steve Verby 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Boyd-Davis, Terry Receipt number: 0456760 
Dated: 5/13/2011 Amount: $6.00 (Check) 
PHILLIPS Notice Of Hearing Re: Moton for Reconsideration Steve Verby 
of Trial Decision and Motion for Clarification - July 
6,2011 
PHILLIPS Hearing Scheduled (Motion 07/06/201110:15 Steve Verby 
AM) for Reconsideration and Clarification 
OPPELT Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis' Motion to Commence Steve Verby 
Damages Stage of Trial 
OPPELT Notice Of Hearing on Motion to Commence Steve Verby 
Damages Stage of Trial 
OPPELT Hearing Scheduled (Motion 06/22/2011 09:30 Steve Verby 
AM) to Commence Damages Stage of Trial 
KELSO Miscellaneous Payment: Tape/copy Time Fee Steve Verby 
Paid by: Boyd-Davis, Terry Receipt number: 
0458819 Dated: 6/22/2011 Amount: $5.00 
(Check) 
KELSO Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Fee Paid by: Steve Verby 
Boyd-Davis, Terry Receipt number: 0458819 
Dated: 6/22/2011 Amount: $1.25 (Check) 
KELSO Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Sales Tax Steve Verby 
Paid by: Boyd-Davis, Terry Receipt number: 
0458819 Dated: 6/22/2011 Amount: $.08 
(Check) 
AYER LE Court Minutes Steve Verby 
Hearing type: Motion to Commence Damages 
State of Trial 
Hearing date: 6/22/2011 
Time: 9:33 am 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Val Larson 
Minutes Clerk: Susan Ayerle 
Tape Number: 4 
Terry Boyd-Davis pro se for Pl 
Toby Mclaughlin for Def 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 06/22/2011 Steve Verby 
09:30 AM: Court Log- Crtrm 4 to Commence 
Damages Stage of Trial 
Time: 12: 










First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 06/22/2011 
09:30AM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Val Larson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: less than 100 
to Commence Damages Stage of Trial 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 06/22/2011 
09:30AM: Case Taken Under Advisement to 
Commence Damages Stage of Trial 
PHILLIPS Miscellaneous Payment: Tape/copy Time Fee 
Paid by: Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 
0458974 Dated: 6/24/2011 Amount: $5.00 
(Check) 
PHILLIPS Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Fee Paid by: 
Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 0458974 Dated: 
6/24/2011 Amount: $1.25 (Check) 
PHILLIPS Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Sales Tax 
Paid by: Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 
0458974 Dated: 6/24/2011 Amount: $.08 
(Check) 
KELSO Miscellaneous Payment: Tape/copy Time Fee 
Paid by: Ethel M. Boyd Receipt number: 0458998 
Dated: 6/24/2011 Amount: $70.00 (Check) 
KELSO Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Fee Paid by: 
Ethel M. Boyd Receipt number: 0458998 Dated: 
6/24/2011 Amount: $17.50 (Check) 
KELSO Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Sales Tax 
Paid by: Ethel M. Boyd Receipt number: 0458998 
Dated: 6/24/2011 Amount $1.12 (Check) 
PHILLIPS written request from Mary Pandrea to have name 
removed from case 
PHILLIPS written request from Gilbertsons to have names 
removed from case 
PHILLIPS Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis' Opposition to 
Defendants' Motion for Reconsideration of Trial 
Decision and Motion for Clarification 
RASOR Court Minutes 
Hearing type: Motion to Reconsider and 
Clarification 
Hearing date: 7/6/2011 
Time: 10:24 am 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Debra Burnham 
Minutes Clerk: Sandra Rasor 
Tape Number: 4 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion scheduled on 
07/06/201110:15AM: Court Log- Crtrm 4 for 










































First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion scheduled on 
07/06/2011 10:15 AM: District Court Hearing Hel< 
Court Reporter: Debra Burnham 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: less than 100 
for Reconsideration and Clarification 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion scheduled on 
07/06/2011 10:15 AM: Case Taken Under 
Advisement for Reconsideration and Clarification 
CMOORE Decision Re: Bakers' Motion for Clarification and 
Reconsideration ( 13 pages) 
CMOORE Order Denying Entry of Default Against John 
Pandrea (6 pages) 
PHILLIPS Miscellaneous Payment: Tape/copy Time Fee 
Paid by: Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0463162 








PHILLIPS Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Fee Paid by: Steve Verby 
Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0463162 Dated: 
9/19/2011 Amount: $1.25 (Check) 
PHiLUPS Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Sales Tax Steve Verby 
Paid by: Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0463162 
Dated: 9/19/2011 Amount: $.08 (Check) 
PHILLIPS Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Steve Verby 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0463464 Dated: 
9/26/2011 Amount: $6.00 (Cash) 
PHILLIPS Motion for 54(b) Certification and Notice of Steve Verby 
Hearing - Dec 7, 2011 
PHILLIPS Memorandum in Support of Motion for 54(b) Steve Verby 
Certification 
PHILLIPS Hearing Scheduled (Motion 12/07/201110:00 Steve Verby 
AM) for 54(b) Certification 
CMOORE Affidavit of Nellie Gilbertson in Support of Motion Steve Verby 
and Memorandum to Enforce Settlement 
Agreement and Release Lis Pendens 
HENDRICKSO Affidavit of Toby Mclaughlin In Support of Motion Steve Verby 
And Memorandum to Enforce Settlement 
Agreement and Release Lis Pendens 
HENDRICKSO Amended Affidavit of Nellie Gilbertson in Support Steve Verby 
of Motion and Memorandum to Enforece 
Settlement Agreement and Release Lis Pendens 
HENDRICKSO Motion and Memorandum to Enforce Settlement Steve Verby 
Agreement and Released Lis Pendens 
HENDRICKSO Defendant Bakers' Objection to Plaintiff's Steve Verby 
Proposed Judgment 
HENDRICKSO Notice of Hearing re: Defendants Baker's Steve Verby 
Objection to Plaintiffs Proposed Judgment 
" !J 
Date: 3/5/2013 
Time: 12: M 
















First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
User: BOWERS 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User Judge 
HENDRICKSO Hearing Scheduled (Motion 01/04/2012 10:00 Steve Verby 
AM) Defendants Objection to Plaintiffs Proposed 
Judgmnet 
HENDRICKSO Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Steve Verby 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0465722 Dated: 
11/16/2011 Amount: $34.00 (Check) 
HENDRICKSO Notice of Hearing re: Motion and Memorandum to Steve Verby 
Enforce Settlement Agreement and Release of 
Lis Pendens 
HENDRICKSO Hearing Scheduled (Motion 12/21/2011 11 :30 Steve Verby 
AM) Moton and Memorandum to Enforce 
Settlement Agreement and Release Lis Pendens 
OPPELT Motion to Appear by Telephone Steve Verby 
BOWERS Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Steve Verby 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Boyd-Davis, Terry Receipt number: 0466009 
Dated: 11/25/2011 Amount: $2.00 (Cash) 
HENDRICKSO Plaintiffs' Opposition to Defendants' to Steve Verby 
Defendants' Motion For 54(b) Certification 
HENDRICKSO Affidavit of Brian F. Davis In Support of Plaintiffs' Steve Verby 
Opposition to Defendants' Motion For 54(b) 
Certification 
OPPELT Notice Of Hearing Re: Defendants Baker's Steve Verby 
Motion for 54(B) Certification 
OPPELT Hearing result for Motion scheduled on Steve Verby 
12/07/201110:00 AM: Continued for 54(b) 
Certification 
OPPELT Hearing Scheduled (Motion 01/04/2012 10:00 Steve Verby 
AM) for 54(b) Certification 
HENDRICKSO Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis' Opposition to Steve Verby 
Defendants Gilbertsons' Motion To Enforce 
Settlement Agreement and Release Lis Pendens 
HENDRICKSO Affidavit of Terri Boyd-David in Support of Plaintiff Steve Verby 
Terri Boyd-Davis' Opposition to Defendants 
Gilbertsons' Motion To Enforce Settlement and 
Release Lis Pendens 
SECK Court Minutes Steve Verby 
Hearing type: Motion to Enforce Settlement 
Agreement 
Hearing date: 12/21/2011 
Time: 11 :35 am 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Val Larson 
Minutes Clerk: Melissa Seek 




Time: 12 M 











First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 




12/21/201111:30AM: District Court Hearing Hel< 
Court Reporter: Val Larson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: and Memorandum to Enforce 
Settlement Agreement and Release Lis Pendens 
- Less Than 100 Pages 
OPPELT Hearing result for Motion scheduled on Steve Yerby 
12/21/201111:30AM: Motion Granted to 
Release Lis Pendens 
OPPELT Hearing result for Motion scheduled on Steve Yerby 
12/21/2011 11 :30 AM: Motion Denied to Enforce 
Settlement Agreement 
HENDRICKSO Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis Repsonse to Steve Yerby 
Defendants Bakers' Objection to Plaintiffs' 
Proposed Judgment 
OPPELT Order to Quash Lis Pendens Steve Yerby 
HENDRICKSO Miscellaneous Payment: Tape/copy Time Fee Steve Yerby 
Paid by: Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0467587 
Dated: 1/4/2012 Amount: $5.00 (Check) 
HENDRICKSO Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Fee Paid by: Steve Yerby 
Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0467587 Dated: 
1/4/2012 Amount: $1.25 (Check) 
HENDRICKSO Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Sales Tax Steve Yerby 
Paid by: Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0467587 
Dated: 1/4/2012 Amount: $.08 (Check) 
RASOR Court Minutes Steve Yerby 
Hearing type: Motion 
Hearing date: 1/4/2012 
Time: 1:18 pm 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Anne Brownell 
Minutes Clerk: Sandra Rasor 
Tape Number: 2 
OPPELT Hearing result for Motion scheduled on Steve Yerby 
01/04/2012 10:00 AM: District Court Hearing Hel< 
Court Reporter: Anne Brownell 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: for 54(b) Certification - Less Than 100 
Pages 
OPPELT Hearing result for Hearing Scheduled scheduled Steve Yerby 
on 01/04/2012 10:00 AM: District Court Hearing 
Held 
Court Reporter: Anne Brownell 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Defendants Objection to Plaintiffs 
Proposed Judgment - Less Than 100 Pages 
DRIVER Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Steve Yerby 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Berg & Mclaughlin Receipt number: 0467699 
Dated: 1/5/2012 Amount: $2.00 (Check) 
Time: 12. 


















First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
User: BOWERS 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User Judge 
DRIVER Miscellaneous Payment: For Certifying The Same Steve Verby 
Additional Fee For Certificate And Seal Paid by: 
Berg & Mclaughlin Receipt number: 0467699 
Dated: 1/5/2012 Amount: $1.00 (Check) 
OPPELT Letter from Terri Boyd-Davis Regarding Error on Steve Verby 
Order to Quash Lis Pendens 
HENDRICKSO Amended Order to Quash Lis Pendens Steve Verby 
BOWERS Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Steve Verby 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Stephanie Allen Receipt number: 0467902 
Dated: 1/11/2012 Amount: $3.00 (Check) 
BOWERS Miscellaneous Payment: For Certifying The Same Steve Verby 
Additional Fee For Certificate And Seal Paid by: 
Stephanie Allen Receipt number: 0467902 
Dated: 1/11/2012 Amount: $1.00 (Check) 
BOWERS Miscellaneous Payment: Tape/copy Time Fee Steve Verby 
Paid by: Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 
0468107 Dated: 1/17/2012 Amount: $5.00 
(Check) 
BOWERS Misceilaneous Payment: Court Tape Fee Paid by: Steve Verby 
Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 0468107 Dated: 
1/17/2012 Amount: $1.25 (Check) 
BOWERS Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Sales Tax Steve Verby 
Paid by: Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 
0468107 Dated: 1/17/2012 Amount: $.08 
(Check) 
HENDRICKSO ***CORRECTED** Order to Release Lis Pendens Steve Verby 
(re: Gilbertson's Property) 
OPPELT Defendant Bakers' Supplemental Brief to Steve Verby 
Objection to Plaintiffs' Proposed Judgment 
OPPELT Notice of Intention of Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis to Steve Verby 
File Oppostion to Defendant Bakers' 
Supplemental Brief to Objection to Plaintiffs' 
Proposed Judgment 
OPPELT Notice of Intention of Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis to Steve Verby 
File Opposition to Defendant Bakers' 
Supplemental Brief to Objection to Plaintiffs' 
Proposed Judgment 
DRIVER Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Steve Verby 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Berg & Mclaughin Receipt number: 0468485 
Dated: 1/24/2012 Amount: $3.00 (Check) 
DRIVER Miscellaneous Payment: For Certifying The Same Steve Verby 
Additional Fee For Certificate And Seal Paid by: 
Berg & Mclaughin Receipt number: 0468485 
Dated: 1/24/2012 Amount: $1.00 (Check) 
DRIVER Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Steve Verby 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 0468572 Dated: 
1/26/2012 Amount: $3.00 (Cash) 
Time: 12: 















First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 




OPPELT Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis' Response to Defendant Steve Verby 
Bakers' Supplemental Brief to Objection to 
Plaintiffs' Proposed Judgment 
BOWERS Miscellaneous Payment: For Comparing And Steve Verby 
Conforming A Prepared Record, Per Page Paid 
by: Berg & Mclaughlin Receipt number: 0468795 
Dated: 1/31/2012 Amount: $1.50 (Check) 
BOWERS Miscellaneous Payment: For Certifying The Same Steve Verby 
Additional Fee For Certificate And Seal Paid by: 
Berg & Mclaughlin Receipt number: 0468795 
Dated: 1/31/2012 Amount: $1.00 (Check) 
HENDRICKSO Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis' Response to Defendant Steve Verby 
Bakers' Supplemenatl Brief to Objection to 
Plaintiffs' Proposed Judgment 
OPPELT Order for Further Hearing Re: Defendants' Steve Verby 
Objection to Plaintiffs' Proposed Judgment 
OPPELT Hearing Scheduled (Hearing Scheduled Steve Verby 
04/18/2012 01 :30 PM) Re: Hearing on the 
Proposed Judgment 
AYER LE Court Minutes Steve Verby 
Hearing type: Hearing on Proposed Judgment 
Hearing date: 4/18/2012 
Time: 1 :42 pm 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Anne Brownell 
Minutes Clerk: Susan Ayerle 
Tape Number: 2 
Terri Boyd Davis pro se 
Jean Coleman pro se 
Toby Mclaughlin for defendant(s) 
OPPELT Exhibit List Steve Verby 
OPPELT Hearing result for Hearing Scheduled scheduled Steve Verby 
on 04/18/2012 01:30 PM: District Court Hearing 
Held 
Court Reporter: Anne Brownell 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Re: Hearing on the Proposed 
Judgment - More Than 100 Pages 
HENDRICKSO Plaintiff Terri Boyd-David Supplemental Brief re: Steve Verby 
Plaintiffs Quiet Title Claims Under The Theory of 
Boundary by Agreement 
HENDRICKSO Certificate of Service of Plainitff Terri Boyd-David Steve Verby 
Supplemental Brief re: Plaintiffs Quiet Title Claims 
Under the Theory of Boundary by Agreement 
HENDRICKSO Defendant Bakers' Post-Trial Brief Steve Verby 
HENDRICKSO Memorandum Decision re: Defendants' Objection Steve Verby 
to Plaintiffs' Proposed Judgment 
HENDRICKSO Memorandum Decision re: Remaining Liability Steve Verby 
Causes of Action In Plaintiffs' Third Amended 
Complaint 
Date: 3/5/2013 
Time: 12 M 



















First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
User: BOWERS 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User Judge 
HENDRICKSO Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Steve Verby 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Ethal Receipt number: 0476579 Dated: 
7/17/2012 Amount: $26.00 (Cash) 
BOWERS Special Appearance Motion for Dismissal without Steve Verby 
Argument 
OPPELT Letter from Terry Boyd-Davis Steve Verby 
OPPELT Order Dismissing Defendant John Pandrea Steve Verby 
(ONLY) 
HENDRICKSO Civil Disposition entered for: Pandrea, John, Steve Verby 
Defendant. Filing date: 8/7/2012 
HENDRICKSO Defendant Bakers' Objection to Letter Filed by Steve Verby 
Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis 
HENDRICKSO Notice of Hearing on Motion For Reconsideration Steve Verby 
HENDRICKSO Hearing Scheduled (Motion 09/19/2012 10:00 Steve Verby 
AM) Motion for Reconsideration 
HENDRICKSO Defendant Bakers' Objection to Letter Filed by Steve Verby 
Plaintiff Terri Boyd-David 
HENDRICKSO Notice of Change of Hearing Date on Plaintiff Steve Verby 
Terri Boyd-Davis Motion For Reconsideration of 
Memorandum Decision re: Remaing Causes of 
Action in Plaintiffs' Third Amended Complaint 
HENDRICKSO Hearing result for Motion scheduled on Steve Verby 
09/19/2012 10:00 AM: Hearing Vacated for 
Reconsideration -
HENDRICKSO Hearing Scheduled (Motion 10/17/2012 10:00 Steve Verby 
AM) Reconsideration 
HENDRICKSO Notice of Submission of Survey, Legal Steve Verby 
Description, and Letter from Surveyor Rover 
Stratton 
OPPELT Partial Judgment Quieting Title in Disputed Parcel Steve Verby 
of Real Property to Plaintiffs Terri Boyd-Davis, 
Brian F. Davis and Jean L. Coleman 
OPPELT Rule 54(b) Certificate Steve Verby 
BOWERS Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Steve Verby 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Ethel Boyd Receipt number: 0479681 Dated: 
9/18/2012 Amount: $6.00 (Cash) 
BOWERS Miscellaneous Payment: For Certifying The Same Steve Verby 
Additional Fee For Certificate And Seal Paid by: 
Ethel Boyd Receipt number: 0479681 Dated: 
9/18/2012 Amount: $2.00 (Cash) 
HENDRICKSO Plaintiff Terri Boyd-David Motion for Steve Verby 
Reconsideration of Memorandum Decision re: 
Remaining Causes of Action in Plaintiffs' Third 
Amended Complaint and Objection to 54(b) 
Certification of PartiaO'~Qfent 
Time: 12. 












First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 





DRIVER Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Steve Verby 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 0480199 Dated: 
9/28/2012 Amount: $10.00 (Cashiers Check) 
HENDRICKSO Defendant Bakers' Response to Plaintiff Steve Verby 
Boyd-Davis' Matin For Reconsideration and 
Objection 
KELSO Miscellaneous Payment: Tape/copy Time Fee Steve Verby 
Paid by: Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 
0481056 Dated: 10/17/2012 Amount: $5.00 
(Check) 
KELSO Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Fee Paid by: Steve Verby 
Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 0481056 Dated: 
10/17/2012 Amount: $1.25 (Check) 
KELSO Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Sales Tax Steve Verby 
Paid by: Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 
0481056 Dated: 10/17/2012 Amount: $.08 
(Check) 
SECK Court Minutes Steve Verby 
Hearing type: Motion for Reconsideration; Various 
Motions 
Hearing date: 10/17/2012 
Time: 9:54 am 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Amy Wilkins 
Minutes Clerk: Melissa Seek 
Tape Number: ct 2 
Terry Boyd-Davis 
Toby Mclaughlin 
OPPELT Hearing result for Motion scheduled on Steve Verby 
10/17/201210:00 AM: District Court Hearing Hel< 
Court Reporter: Amy Wilkins 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: for Reconsideration - More Than 100 
Pages 
MORELAND Miscellaneous Payment: Registered Mail Fee Steve Verby 
Paid by: Boyd-Davis, Terry Receipt number: 
0481119 Dated: 10/18/2012 Amount: $.87 
(Cash) 
MORELAND Miscellaneous Payment: Tape/copy Time Fee Steve Verby 
Paid by: Boyd-Davis, Terry Receipt number: 
0481119 Dated: 10/18/2012 Amount: $5.00 
(Cash) 
MORELAND Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Fee Paid by: Steve Verby 
Boyd-Davis, Terry Receipt number: 0481119 
Dated: 10/18/2012 Amount: $1.25 (Cash) 
35 
Time: 12 























First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
MORELAND Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Sales Tax 
Paid by: Boyd-Davis, Terry Receipt number: 





HENDRICKSO Filing: L4 - Appeal, Civil appeal or cross-appeal to Steve Verby 
Supreme Court Paid by: McLaughlin Berg 
Receipt number: 0481433 Dated: 10/25/2012 
Amount: $109.00 (Check) For: Baker, Carol 
(defendant) and Baker, Timothy (defendant) 
HENDRICKSO Bond Posted - Cash (Receipt 481434 Dated Steve Verby 
10/25/2012 for 200.00) 
HENDRICKSO Bond Posted - Cash (Receipt 481436 Dated Steve Verby 
10/25/2012 for 100.00) 
DRIVER Appealed To The Supreme Court Steve Verby 
DRIVER NOTICE OF APPEAL Steve Verby 
DRIVER Clerk's Certificate Of Appeal - original mailed to Idaho Supreme Court 
ISC; copy to file 
DRIVER Corrections to CCOA Idaho Supreme Court 
DRiVER Corrected Clerk's Certificate Of Appeal - original Idaho Supreme Court 
mailed to ISC; copy to file 
DRIVER Copy of letter from plaintiff Idaho Supreme Court 
DRIVER Order Remanding to District Court - for finai idaho Supreme Court 
judgment; appeal suspended 
OPPELT Letter to Nellie Gilbertson from District Court Idaho Supreme Court 
DRIVER Amended Order Remanding to District Court Idaho Supreme Court 
DRIVER Notice RE Correct Address for Plaintiffs for Idaho Supreme Court 
Service of Documents by Court and All Parties 
DRIVER Supplemental Decision re: Remaining Liability Steve Verby 
Causes of action in Plaintiffs' Third Amended 
Complaint and Order re: Plaintiffs' Motion for 
Reconsideration of Rule 54(b) Certificate 
DRIVER Partial Judgment Quieting Title in Disputed Parcel Steve Verby 
of Real Property to Plaintiffs Terri Boyd-Davis, 
Brian F. Davis and Jean L. Coleman 
KRAM ES Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Idaho Supreme Court 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0483375 Dated: 
12/12/2012 Amount: $2.00 (Cash) 
HU MRI CH Supreme Court Document Filed- "Notice of Idaho Supreme Court 
Appeal Filed" Clerk's Record and Transcripts due 
2/19/2013 
HU MRI CH Notice of Transcript Lodged by Debra Burnhan. Idaho Supreme Court 
HUM RICH Notice of Transcript Lodged by Debra Burnham Idaho Supreme Court 
for Motion For Reconsideration and Clarification 
on 7/6/2011 
HUMRICH Invoice from CDA Reporting Court Reporters for Idaho Supreme Court 
transcripts $117.00 
Date: 3/5/2013 
Time: 1 M 

















First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
HUM RICH Transcript Filed - Motion for Reconsideration and 
Clarification on 71612011. 
HUMRICH Filing: L4 - Appeal, Civil appeal or cross-appeal to 
Supreme Court Paid by: Boyd-Davis, Terry 
{plaintiff) Receipt number: 0484400 Dated: 
1/9/2013 Amount: $109.00 (Combination) For: 
Boyd-Davis, Terry (plaintiff) 
HUM RICH Filing: Technology Cost- CC Paid by: 
Boyd-Davis, Terry (plaintiff) Receipt number: 
0484400 Dated: 1/9/2013 Amount: $3.00 
(Combination) For: Boyd-Davis, Terry (plaintiff) 
HUMRICH Bond Posted - Cash (Receipt 484401 Dated 
1/9/2013 for 200.00) 
HUM RICH Bond Posted - Cash (Receipt 484402 Dated 
1/9/2013for100.00) 
HU MRI CH Notice of Cross Appeal 
HUMRICH Certified copies of Notice of Cross Appeal and 
Partial Judgment Quieting Title in Disputed Parcel 
of Real Property to Plaintiffs Terri Boyd-Davis, 
Brian F. Davis and Jean L Coleman mailed to 
ISC. 
HUM RICH Amended Notice of Appeal 
HUMRICH Certified copy of Amended Notice of Appeal 
mailed to ISC. 
HUM RICH Bond Converted (Transaction number 314598 
dated 1/14/2013 amount 117.00) 
HUMRICH Supreme Court Document Filed- Amended Notice 
of Appeal; Due Date(s) Reset Clerk's Records 
and transcripts due to attorneys 03/21/2013; due 
to ISC 4/22/2013. 
HUMRICH Order Re: Amended Notice of Cross Appeal 
HUM RICH Amended Notice of Cross Appeal 
HUM RICH Supreme Court Document Filed- Amended Notice 
of Cross Appeal; additional transcript shall be 
lodged - Trial Decision 4/28/2011 
HUMRICH Court Reporter's Motion for Extension of Time 
HUM RICH Bond Posted for Transcript (Receipt 486215 
Dated 2/20/2013 for 4100.00) 
HUMRICH Order Granting Court Reporter's Motion For 
Extension Of Time - filed by Valerie Larson; 




Idaho Supreme Court 
Idaho Supreme Court 
Idaho Supreme Court 
Idaho Supreme Court 
Idaho Supreme Court 
Idaho Supreme Court 
Idaho Supreme Court 
Idaho Supreme Court 
idaho Supreme Court 
Idaho Supreme Court 
Idaho Supreme Court 
Idaho Supreme Court 
Idaho Supreme Court 
Idaho Supreme Court 
Idaho Supreme Court 
Idaho Supreme Court 
Idaho Supreme Court 
Terri Boyd-Davis 
Brian F. Davis 
Jean L. Coleman 
12738 N. Strahom Rd. 
Hayden, ID 83835 
Telephone: 208-659-5967 
Email: terriboyddavis@me.com 
Plaintiffe In Pro Persona 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
TERRI BOYD-DAVIS and BRIAN F. 
DA VIS, husband and wife; and JEAN L. 









MARY PANDREA, an individual; 
TIMOTHY BAKER and CAROL 
BAKER, husband and \Vife; JAMES 
GILBERTSON and NELLIE 
GILBERTSON, husband and wife; JOHN 














VERIFIED COMPLAINT TO 
QUIET TITLE AND FOR 
INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 
Fee Category: A 
Filing Fee: $88.00 
COME NOW Plaintiffs, JEAN L. COLEMAN, BRIAN F. DAVIS and TERRI 
BOYD-DA VIS, and complain for causes of action allege as follows: 
PARTIES AND JURISDICTION 
1. Plaintiffs, TERRI BOYD-DA VIS, BRIAN F. DA VIS, and JEAN L. 
COLEMAN ("Plaintiffs") are, and were at all times relevant hereto, residents of the State 
of Idaho, owning real property in Bonner County, commonly known as 4687 Upper Pack 
River Road, Sandpoint, Idaho, Parcel No. RP59N02Wl 19200A, Tax Lots #24 and #15, 
Complaint for Quiet Title 1 
consisting of approximately 1. 96 acres, more particularly described in Exhibit "A" 
attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference ("Coleman Property"). 
2. Defendants TIMOTHY BAKER and CAROL BAKER ("Bakers") are 
husband and wife who own real property in Bonner County, State of Idaho, commonly 
knffwn as 4430 Upper Pack River Road, Sandpoint, Idaho, Parcel No. 
RP59N02Wl 19300A, Tax Lots #25, #26, #27 and #19 consisting of approximately 7.9 
acres, more particularly described in Exhibit "B" attached hereto and incorporated herein 
by reference ("Baker Property"). 
3. Defendants JAMES GILBERTSON and NELLIE GILBERTSON 
("Gilbertson's") are husband and wife who own real property in Bonner County, State of 
Idaho, commonly known as 4672 Upper Pack River Road, Sandpoint, Idaho, Parcel No. 
RP59N02Wl 19351A, Tax Lots #11 and #43 ("Gilbertson Property"). 
4. Defendant JOHN P ANDREA ("John") is an individual who resides in the 
County of Hawaii, State of Hawaii. 
5. Defendant MARY PANDREA ("Mary") is an individual who resides in 
Spokane County, State of Washington. 
6. Plaintiffs do not know the true names of Defendants DOES 1through50, 
inclusive, and therefore sue them by those fictitious names. Plaintiffs are informed and 
believe and on that basis allege that each of the DOE Defendants claim, or may claim, 
some interest in Plaintiffs' real property described in this complaint. Plaintiffs are 
informed and believe, and on the basis of that information and belief allege, that each 
of those Defendants was in some manner intentionally, negligently, recklessly, or as the 
result of an extrahazardous activity, proximately responsible for the events and 
happenings alleged in this complaint and for Plaintiffs' injuries and damages. The names, 
capacities and relationships of DOES 1 through 50 will be alleged by amendment to this 
complaint when they are known. 
7. The Coleman Property, specifically Tax Lot #24, and the Baker Property, 
specifically Tax Lot #27, share a generally east-west common boundary, the south 
Complaint for Quiet Title 2 
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boundary of the Coleman Property being the north boundary of the Baker Property. The 
boundary has been divided continuously by a fence since at least 1970 ("1970 Fence 
Line"). See "Existing Fence Line" designated in the Record of Survey for Tim Baker 
recorded on November 26, 2007 as Instrument No. 741564 in Bonner County, State of 
Idaho, attached hereto as Exhibit "C" ("Baker Survey"). 
8. This Court has jurisdiction pursuant to Idaho Code section 5-401. 
FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 
QUIET TITLE 
9. Plaintiffs herein incorporate paragraphs l through 8 above as fully as 
though the same were hereinafter set forth at length. 
10. Defendants have no right, title or interest in the real property north of the 
1970 Fence Line ("Disputed Property") and Plaintiffs are entitled to the judgment of this 
Court quieting title thereto in their favor. 
11. Plaintiffs seek a determination of their fee simple title to the Disputed 
Property in this action. 
SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 
ADVERSE POSSESSION 
12. Plaintiffs herein incorporate paragraphs l through 11 above as fully as 
though the same were hereinafter set forth at length. 
13. Plaintiff Jean L. Coleman became title owner of the Coleman Property by 
virtue of a Warranty Deed from her parents, Harry F. Clark and Edith E. Clark, which is 
dated December 23, 1970, and recorded as document number 131005 in the official 
records of Bonner County, State ofldaho. Plaintiff Jean L. Coleman has held title to the 
Coleman Property for over 39 years. 
14. Plaintiffs Brian F. Davis and Terri Boyd-Davis obtained title along with 
Jean L. Coleman to the Coleman Property by virtue of a Quitclaim Deed from Jean 
Coleman dated June 11, 2009, and recorded on June 16, 2009 as Instrument Number 
774089 in the official records of Bonner County, State ofldaho. 
Complaint for Quiet Title 
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15. Upon information and belief, for a continuous period of more than 39 
years before bringing this action, Plaintiffs have used, occupied, claimed ownership of, 
and paid all taxes levied and assessed on the Disputed Property as part and parcel of 
Plaintiffs' Tax Lot #24, in excess of the 20-year period set forth in Idaho Code sections 
5-203, 5-206, 5-207 and 5-210; and, if the Disputed Property is not part and parcel of Tax 
Lot #24, Plaintiffs claim title to the Disputed Property under Plaintiff Jean L. Coleman's 
Warranty Deed dated December 23, 1970; and by virtue of the fact that their use and 
possession of the Disputed Property from that date has been actual, open, continuous, 
visible, notorious and hostile to Defendants' claims to the Disputed Property. 
THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION 
BOUNDARY BY AGREEMENT 
16. Plaintiffs herein incorporate paragraphs 1 through 15 above as fully as 
though the same were hereinafter set forth at length. 
17. Upon information and belief, certain errors and inaccuracies exist in the 
existing surveys relative to the boundary line between Plaintiffs' Tax Lot #24 and 
Baker's Tax Lot #27 in that all or part of the Disputed Property as used and possessed by 
Plaintiffs has always been used, considered and relied on as the boundary line between 
Plaintiffs' Tax Lot #24 and Baker's Tax Lot #27. 
18. Upon information and beliet: Plaintiffs, as well as Defendants and their 
predecessors in title, have always accepted, agreed, recognized and acquiesced that all or 
part of the Disputed Property as used and possessed by Plaintiffs was the real and actual 
boundary between Plaintiffs' Tax Lot #24 and Baker's Tax Lot #27, and that said 
boundary line has existed, upon information and belief, for more than 3 9 years before 
Plaintiffs brought this action, and was never disputed by Defendants until sometime after 
July 2008. 
19. Upon information and belief, on or about November 20, 2007, Defendants 
Bakers obtained a survey of Defendants Bakers' property that purportedly showed that 
Defendants Bakers' property actually extended into the southerly portion of the Coleman 
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Property. The area in dispute includes a triangular area of approximately .5 acres located 
in the only usable portion of Plaintiffs' yard and which includes Plaintiffs' only exterior 
means of ingress and egress to Plaintiffs' Property. This portion of Plaintiffs' yard has 
been continuously separated from the Baker Property and has been fenced and used 
exclusively by Plaintiffs for at least 39 years. The area in dispute is shown as "Disputed 
Property" in the Baker Survey attached hereto as Exhibit "C." 
20. Since obtaining ownership of the Coleman Property in 1970, Plaintiffs' 
acts of ownership relative to the Disputed Property have included, by way of example 
and not limitation: moving a cabin onto the property ("Coleman Cabin"), which has been 
continuously used at various times as both a year-round and part-time residence and for 
recreational seasonal use; keeping the yard cleared and mowed up to the 1970 Fence 
Line; parking of vehicles; storage of trailers; site for satellite dish; camping; and erection 
and use of clothesline. 
FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
TRESPASS 
21. Plaintiffs herein incorporate paragraphs 1 through 20 above as fully as 
though the same were hereinafter set forth at length. 
22. Defendants, without the consent or authority and against the will of the 
Plaintiffs, have entered the Coleman Property and Disputed Property, ignoring the "No 
Trespassing" signs posted on the property. Defendants have wrongfully used, occupied 
and otherwise interfered with Plaintiffs' use and enjoyment of the Coleman Property and 
the Disputed Property. In particular, Defendants have tom down the fence that has been 
situated on the1970 Fence Line on several occasions between approximately July 2008 
and April 2010, causing Plaintiffs to have to rebuild the fence. During this time period, 
Defendants have removed and destroyed trees and other plants belonging to Plaintiffs and 
have removed Plaintiffs' ''No Trespassing" signs from the Coleman Property. 
23. Defendants' stealthy actions on the Coleman Property and Disputed 
Property have recently escalated. During the months of March and April 2010, 
Complaint for Quiet Title 5 
42 
Defendants entered onto the Coleman Property and Disputed Property and engaged in, 
among other things, the following conduct: meddling \vith Plaintiffs' phone line on the 
outside of the Coleman Cabin; bringing heavy equipment and other vehicles and 
equipment onto the property, by which Defendants have dug up the ground and destroyed 
and removed trees and other plants belonging to Plaintiffs; removing of personal property 
of Plaintiffs; erecting a chainlink fence on both sides of the road leading into the 
Coleman Property, preventing vehicular access into the Coleman Property, which fence 
also crisscrosses across multiple areas in a maze-like fashion across the properties, and 
which fence resembles an oversized dog kennel and destroys the aesthetic look of the 
property in its natural surroundings and which restricts and interferes with Plaintiffs' 
access to their property (such chainlink fence is sometimes hereinafter referred to as 
"Dog Kennel Fence"). 
24. The effect of Defendants' conduct, as described in paragraph 23 of this 
complaint, has produced irreparable damage to Plaintiffs by preventing Plaintiffs' ingress 
to and egress from the Coleman Property and blocking access to areas of the property that 
Plaintiffs have used and continue to use regularly, resulting in the complete exclusion of 
Plaintiffs from Plaintiffs' land. 
25. Plaintiffs have advised Defendants on numerous occasions, both in 
correspondence to Defendant Bakers' attorney and verbally, that Defendants were 
trespassing on Plaintiffs' land without any right or authority to do so, and without 
Plaintiffs' consent. Plaintiffs further have demanded that Defendants leave Plaintiffs' 
property immediately and refrain from any further entry on the property. On or about 
September 13, 2008 and again on or about June 6, 2009, Bonner County Sheriff deputies 
have been called to the Coleman Property in response to Plaintiffs' requests concerning 
Defendants' trespassing activities. On both occasions, the deputies discussed the 
trespassing complaint with Defendant Timothy Baker. 
26. Despite these warnings, Defendants have continued to enter onto 
Plaintiffs' land against Plaintiffs' will and without Plaintiffs' consent and Defendants 
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have continued their acts of damaging conduct as described in paragraphs 22 and 23 of 
this complaint. 
27. Defendants' wTongful actual and continuing interference, unless and until 
enjoined and restrained by order of this court, will cause grave and irreparable irtjury to 
Plaintiffs in that Plaintiffs have been and continue to be deprived of use of the Coleman 
Property and the Disputed Property. 
FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
INJUCTION AND ORDER REQUIRING REMOVAL OF FENCE 
28. Plaintiffs herein incorporate paragraphs 1 through 27 above as fully as 
though the same were hereinafter set forth at length. 
29. Defendants have wrongfully threatened to use, occupy and otherwise 
interfere with Plaintiffs' use and enjoyment of the Disputed Property and the Coleman 
Property and, in particular, have refused to remove the Dog Kennel Fence unlawfully 
constructed on the property. Despite demands they cease, defendants threaten to continue 
such use, occupancy and interference. 
30. Because of Defendants' wrongful actions in hindering, obstructing and 
restricting access to the Plaintiffs' Property, Plaintiffs are precluded from reasonably 
accessing and enjoying Plaintiffs' Property and Plaintiffs have incurred damages in an 
amount exceeding the sum of$10,000.00. 
31. Plaintiffs have no adequate remedy at law for the threatened conducts of 
Defendants, in that it would be impossible for Plaintiffs to determine the precise amount 
of damage Plaintiffs will suffer if Defendants' conduct is not restrained, and Plaintiffs 
will be deprived of the use of their real property which cannot be compensated in 
damages. Unless and until enjoined by order of this court and directed to remove the 
encroaching Dog Kennel Fence, Defendants will cause grave and irreparable injury to 
Plaintiffs. 
Complaint for Quiet Title 
44 
7 
32. Defendants' actions in this matter are an extreme deviation from 
reasonable standards and Plaintiffs are entitled to an award of punitive damages in an 
amount to be determined at the trial in this matter. 
WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs request judgment against Defendants, and each of them, 
as follows: 
1. For a judgment quieting title to the Disputed Property in Plaintiffs. 
2. That the true and correct location of the boundary line between the 
Baker Property and the Coleman Property be found to be the 1970 Fence Line as alleged 
in this complaint, and that Defendants be adjudged to have no right, title, estate, lien, or 
interest in or to the property of Plaintiffs, or any part of that property north of the 1970 
Fence Line; 
3. For an judgment permanently enjoining Defendants, and those 
acting in concert with Defendants, from blocking, restricting or hindering Plaintiffs from 
the use and access to their property; 
4. For an order directing Defendants to remove the encroaching Dog 
Kennel Fence; 
5. For an injunction ordering Defendants not to enter or trespass on 
the Coleman Property, including the Disputed Property; 
6. That Defendants have judgment entered against them for those 
damages as may be proven at trial and incurred by Plaintiffs in an amount in excess of 
$10,000.00; 
7. That Defendants be ordered to pay all of Plaintiffs' reasonable 
costs and attorneys' fees incurred in this action; 
8. For such other relief as the Court deems just and proper. 
of-'-+..:__;;;_ _____ , 2010. 
PLAINTIFFS IN PRO PERSONA: 
Brian F. Davis 




STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) SS. 
County of Kootenai ) 
I, BRIAN F. DA VIS, one of the Plaintiffs, being sworn, having read the 
foregoing, say the facts set forth herein are accurate and complete to the best of my 
knowledge and belief. 
BRIANF. DAVIS 




My Commission Expires: 




A parcel ofland located in Section 11,Township 59 North of Range 2 West of the Boise 
Meridian described as follows: 
Commencing at a point 1250 feet North and 25 feet East of the Southwest corner of the 
Southeast Quarter of Southeast Quarter of Section 11, Township 59 North of Range 2 
West of the Boise Meridian; thence 40 feet East; thence 200 feet Southeasterly along the 
West boundary of Highway No. 130, being the true point of beginning; thence 450 feet 
Southeasterly along the West boundary of Highway No. 130; thence 225 feet West; thence 
Northwesterly to a point 130 feet West of said Highway; thence 130 feet East to the true 




Escrow No. 50456-L W 
\\ Bttktr fro 'j)e~" 
fn the Srare ofidaho, County of Bonner: 
PARCEL I : 
A tracr of land located in Section 11, Township 59 North, Range 2 West, Boise Meridian, Bonner County, Idaho, described 
as follows: 
Srarting from the Southeast comer of said Section 11 ; 
Thence West 125 feet, more or less, to the West right of way line of Pack River Road; 
Thence 8 rods Northwesterly along the West right of way line of road; 
Thence 28 rods Northwesterly along said West right of way line to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING; 
Thence Northwesterly 27 rods; 
Thence 20 rods West; 
Thence 27 rods Southeasterly parallel m the Wesr right of way line of said road; 
Thence 20 rods East to the TRUE PO!J';T OF BEGINNING. 
PARCEL2: 
A tract ofland located in Section 11 , Township 59 North, Range 2 Wesr, Boise Meridian, Bonner County, Idaho, described 
as follows: 
Starting from the Southeast corner of said Section l l ; 
Thence West 125 feet. more or less, to the West right ofv;ay line of Pack River Road; 
Thence 8 rods Northwesterly along the West right of way line of road; 
Thence 17 rods West to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING; 
Thence 28 rods Northwesterly parallel to the West right of way line of said road; 
Thence 3 rods \Vest; 
Thence 4.5 rods Southeasterly parallel ro the West right of way line of said road; 
Thence 1 i rods South; 
Thence 18 rods East to the TRUE POfNT OF BEGINNING. 
PARCEL3: 
A rracr ofland located in Ser;tion l I, Township 59 North, Range 2 West, Boise Meridian, Bonner County, Idaho, descaoed 
as follows: 
Starting from the Southeast comer of said Section 11; 
Thence West 125 feet, more or less, to the West right of way line of Par;k River Road; 
Thence 8 rods Northwesterly along the West right of way line of road to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING; 
Thence 28 rods Northwesterly along said West right of way line; 
Thence 17 rods West; 
Thence 28 rods Southeasterly parallel to the West right of way line of said road; 




A tract of land located in Section I I, Township 59 North, Range 2 West, Boise Meridian, Bonner County, Idaho, described 
as follows: 
Starting from the Southeast corner of said Section I I ; 
Thence West 125 feet West on the Section line to the TRUE POIN! OF BEGINNING; 
Thence 43 rods West along the Section line; 
Thence 8 rods North 30 degrees West; 
Thence 43 rods East parallel to the North line; 
Thence 8 rods South 30 degrees East to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING. 
~x 
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Plaintiffs In Pro Se 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
TERRI BOYD-DA VIS and BRIAN F. 
DA VIS, husband and wife; and JEAN L. 









~1ARY PANDREA, an individual; 
TIMOTHY BAKER and CAROL 
BAKER, husband and wife; JAMES 
GILBERTSON and NELLIE 
GILBERTSON, husband and wife; JOHN 













Case No: CV2010-0703 
FIRST AMENDED VERIFIED 
COMPLAINT TO QUIET TITLE, 
FOR DAMAGES FOR TIMBER 
TRESPASS AND COMMON LAW 
TRESPASS AND FOR 
INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 
COME NOW Plaintiffs, TERRI BOYD-DAVIS, BRIAN F. DAVIS, and JEAN 
L. COLEMAN, and complain for causes of action allege as follows: 
PARTIES AND JURISDICTION 
1. Plaintiffs, TERRI BOYD-DA VIS, BRIAN F. DA VIS, and JEAl'I L. 
COLEMAN ("Plaintiffs") are, and were at all times relevant hereto, residents of the State 
of Idaho, owning real property in Bonner County, commonly known as 4670 Upper Pack 
River Road, Sandpoint, Idaho, Parcel No. RP59N02Wl 19200A, Tax Lots #24 and #15, 
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consisting of approximately 1. 96 acres, more particularly described in Exhibit "A" 
attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference ("Coleman Property"). 
2. Defendants TIMOTHY BAKER and CAROL BAKER ("Bakers") are 
husband and wife who own real property in Bonner County, State of Idaho, commonly 
known as 4430 Upper Pack River Road, Sandpoint, Idaho, Parcel No. 
RP59N02Wl 19300A, Tax Lots #25, #26, #27 and #19 consisting of approximately 7.9 
acres, more particularly described in Exhibit '"B" attached hereto and incorporated herein 
by reference ("Baker Property"). 
3. Defendants JAMES GILBERTSON and NELLIE GILBERTSON 
("Gilbertson's") are husband and wife who own real property in Bonner County, State of 
Idaho, commonly kno\Vn as 4672 Upper Pack River Road, Sandpoint, Idaho, Parcel No. 
RP59N02Wl 19351A, Tax Lots #11 and #43, more particularly described in Exhibit "C" 
attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference ("Gilbertson Property"). 
4. Defendant JOHN P ANDREA ("John") is an individual who resides in the 
County of Hawaii, State of Hawaii. 
5. Defendant MARY PANDREA ("Mary") is an individual who resides in 
Spokane County, State of Washington. 
6. Plaintiffs do not know the true names of Defendants DOES I through 50, 
inclusive, and therefore sue them by those fictitious names. Plaintiffs are informed and 
believe and on that basis allege that each of the DOE Defendants claim, or may claim, 
some interest in Plaintiffs' real property described in this complaint. Plaintiffs are 
informed and believe, and on the basis of that information and belief allege, that each of 
those Defendants was in some manner intentionally, negligently, recklessly, or as the 
result of an extrahazardous activity, proximately responsible for the events and 
happenings alleged in this complaint and for Plaintiffs' injuries and damages. The names, 
capacities and relationships of DOES 1 through 50 will be alleged by amendment to this 
complaint when they are known. 
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7. The Coleman Property, specifically Tax Lot #24, and the Baker Property, 
specifically Tax Lot #27, share a generally east-west common boundary, the south 
boundary of the Coleman Property being the north boundary of the Baker Property. A 
fence has divided the boundary continuously since at least 1970 ("1970 Fence Line"), see 
"Existing Fence Line" designated in the Record of Survey for Tim Baker recorded on 
November 26, 2007 as Instrument No. 741564 in Bonner County, State ofldaho, attached 
hereto as Exhibit "D" ("'Baker Survey"). 
8. The Coleman Property, specifically Tax Lot #24, and the Gilbertson 
Property, specifically Tax Lot #43, share a generally north-south common boundary, the 
west boundary of the Coleman Property being the east boundary of the Gilbertson 
Property. A gully lies to the west of the Coleman Property and effectively divides the 
Coleman Property from the Gilbertson Property ("Dividing Gully"). 
9. This Court has jurisdiction pursuant to Idaho Code section 5-401. 
FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 
QUIET TITLE 
10. Plaintiffs herein incorporate paragraphs 1 through 9 above as fully as 
though the same were hereinafter set forth at length. 
11. Defendants have no right, title or interest in the real property north of the 
1970 Fence Line ("Disputed Property") and Plaintiffs are entitled to the judgment of this 
Court quieting title thereto in their favor. 
12. Defendants have no right, title or interest in the real property east of the 
Dividing Gully that lies to the west of the Coleman Property and Plaintiffs are entitled to 
the judgment of this Court quieting title thereto in their favor. 
13. Plaintiffs seek a determination of their fee simple title to the Disputed 
Property and the real property east of the Dividing Gully in this action. 
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SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 
ADVERSE POSSESSION 
14. Plaintiffs herein incorporate paragraphs 1 through 13 above as fully as 
though the same were hereinafter set forth at length. 
15. Plaintiff Jean L. Coleman became title owner of the Coleman Property by 
virtue of a Warranty Deed from her parents, Harry F. Clark and Edith E. Clark, which is 
dated December 23, 1970, and recorded as document number 131005 in the official 
records of Bonner County, State of Idaho. Plaintiff Jean L. Coleman has held title to the 
Coleman Property for over 39 years. 
16. Plaintiffs Brian F. Davis and Terri Boyd-Davis obtained title along with 
Jean L. Coleman to the Coleman Property by virtue of a Quitclaim Deed from Jean 
Coleman dated June 11, 2009, and recorded on June 16, 2009 as Instrument Number 
774089 in the official records of Bonner County, State ofldaho. 
17. Upon information and belief, for a continuous period of more than 39 
years before bringing this action, Plaintiffs have used, occupied, claimed ownership of, 
and paid all taxes levied and assessed on the Disputed Property as part and parcel of 
Plaintiffs' Tax Lot #24, in excess of the 20-year period set forth in Idaho Code sections 
5-203, 5-206, 5-207 and 5-21 O; and, if the Disputed Property is not part and parcel of Tax 
Lot #24, Plaintiffs claim title to the Disputed Property under Plaintiff Jean L. Coleman's 
Warranty Deed dated December 23, 1970; and by virtue of the fact that their use and 
possession of the Disputed Property from that date has been actual, open, continuous, 
visible, notorious and hostile to Defendants Bakers' claims to the Disputed Property. 
18. Upon information and belief, for a continuous period of more than 39 
years before bringing this action, Plaintiffs have used, occupied, claimed ownership of, 
and paid all taxes levied and assessed on the all of the Gilbertson Property Tax Lot #43 
that lies east of the Dividing Gully that lies to the west of the Coleman Property ("Eastern 
Strip of Gilbertson Property") as part and parcel of Plaintiffs' Tax Lot #24, in excess of 
the 20-year period set forth in Idaho Code sections 5-203, 5-206, 5-207 and 5-210; and, if 
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the Eastern Strip of the Gilbertson Property is not part and parcel of Tax Lot #24, 
Plaintiffs claim title to the Eastern Strip of Gilbertson Property under Plaintiff Jean L. 
Coleman's Warranty Deed dated December 23, 1970; and by virtue of the fact that their 
use and possession of the Eastern Strip of Gilbertson Property from that date has been 
actual, open, continuous, visible, notorious and hostile to Defendants' Gilbertson's claims 
to the Eastern Strip of Gilbertson Property. 
THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION 
BOUNDARY BY AGREEMENT 
19. Plaintiffs herein incorporate paragraphs 1 through 18 above as fully as 
though the same were hereinafter set forth at length. 
20. Upon information and belief, certain errors and inaccuracies exist in the 
existing surveys relative to the boundary line between Plaintiffs' Tax Lot #24 and 
Baker's Tax Lot #27 in that all or part of the Disputed Property as used and possessed by 
Plaintiffs has always been used, considered and relied on as the boundary line between 
Plaintiffs' Tax Lot #24 and Baker's Tax Lot #27. 
21. Upon information and belief, Plaintiffs, as well as Defendants and their 
predecessors in title, have always accepted, agreed, recognized and acquiesced that all or 
part of the Disputed Property as used and possessed by Plaintiffs was the real and actual 
boundary between Plaintiffs' Tax Lot #24 and Baker's Tax Lot #27, and that said 
boundary line has existed, upon information and belief, for more than 39 years before 
Plaintiffs brought this action, and was never disputed by Defendants until sometime after 
July 2008. 
22. Upon information and belief, on or about November 20, 2007, Defendants 
Bakers obtained a survey of Defendants Bakers' property that purportedly showed that 
Defendants Bakers' property extended into the southerly portion of the Coleman 
Property. The area in dispute includes a triangular area of approximately .5 acres located 
north of the area designated by the surveyor on the Baker Survey as the "'Existing Fence 
Line." This area is the only usable portion of Plaintiffs' yard and includes Plaintiffs' only 
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exterior means of ingress and egress to Plaintiffs' Property. This portion of Plaintiffs' 
yard has been continuously separated from the Baker Property and has been fenced and 
used exclusively by Plaintiffs for at least 39 years. The area in dispute is designated on 
the Baker Survey as the "Disputed Property," see Exhibit "D." 
23. Since obtaining ownership of the Coleman Property in 1970, Plaintiffs' 
acts of ownership relative to the Disputed Property have included, by way of example 
and not limitation: moving a cabin onto the property ("Coleman Cabin"), which has been 
continuously used at various times as both a year-round and part-time residence and for 
recreational seasonal use; keeping the yard cleared and mowed up to the 1970 Fence 
Line; parking of vehicles; storage of trailers; site for satellite dish; camping; and erection 
and use of clothesline. 
FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
EASEMENT 
24. Plaintiffs herein incorporate paragraphs l through 23 above as fully as 
though the same were hereinafter set forth at length. 
25. Plaintiffs have an easement located upon and across the westerly portion 
running north and south, of the property owned by the Gilbertson's and which turns in an 
easterly direction toward the Disputed Property, running east and west upon and across 
the Disputed Property, which then turns north toward the Coleman Property, running 
north and south upon and across the Disputed Property to the Coleman Property 
("Easement"). 
26. Plaintiffs have used said Easement road hereinabove referenced 
continuously, openly, notoriously, and without interruption for over thirty-nine (39) years 
for access to both the Disputed Property and the Coleman Property. 
27. In the alternative to the foregoing paragraph, Plaintiffs have an Easement 
of Record, or by implication as the case may be, upon and across the Gilbertson's 
property and the Disputed Property. 
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28. Plaintiffs currently use the Easement road hereinabove referenced across 
the Gilbertson's property and the Disputed Property for ingress and egress to the 
Coleman Property. 
29. Defendants seek to unlawfully and unreasonably restrict Plaintiffs' use of 
the Easement road hereinabove described for access to the Disputed Property and the 
Coleman Property, and as such Plaintiffs have been damaged in an amount to be 
determined at the time of trial on the merits. 
FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
TRESPASS 
30. Plaintiffs herein incorporate paragraphs 1through29 above as fully as 
though the same were hereinafter set forth at length. 
31. Defendants, without the consent or authority and against the will of the 
Plaintiffs, have entered the Coleman Property and Disputed Property, ignoring the "No 
Trespassing" signs posted on the property. Defendants have wrongfully used, occupied 
and otherwise interfered with Plaintiffs' use and enjoyment of the Coleman Property and 
the Disputed Property. In particular, Defendants have tom down the fence that has been 
situated on the 1970 Fence Line on several occasions between approximately July 2008 
and April 20 I 0, causing Plaintiffs to have to rebuild the fence. During this time period, 
Defendants have removed and destroyed trees and other plants belonging to Plaintiffs and 
have removed Plaintiffs' "No Trespassing" signs from the Coleman Property. 
32. Defendants' stealthy actions on the Coleman Property and Disputed 
Property have recently escalated. During the months of March and April 2010, 
Defendants entered onto the Coleman Property and Disputed Property and engaged in, 
among other things, the following conduct: meddling with Plaintiffs' phone line on the 
outside of the Coleman Cabin; bringing heavy equipment and other vehicles and 
equipment onto the property, by which Defendants have dug up the ground and destroyed 
and removed trees and other plants belonging to Plaintiffs; removing of personal property 
of Plaintiffs; erecting a chainlink fence on both sides of the road leading into the 
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Coleman Property, preventing vehicular access into the Coleman Property, which fence 
also crisscrosses across multiple areas in a maze-like fashion across the properties, and 
which fence resembles an oversized dog kennel and destroys the aesthetic look of the 
property in its natural surroundings and which restricts and interferes with Plaintiffs' 
access to their property (such chainlink fence is sometimes hereinafter referred to as 
"Dog Kennel Fence"). 
33. The effect of Defendants' conduct, as described in paragraph 32 of this 
complaint, has produced irreparable damage to Plaintiffs by preventing Plaintiffs' ingress 
to and egress from the Coleman Property and blocking access to areas of the property that 
Plaintiffs have used and continue to use regularly, resulting in the complete exclusion of 
Plaintiffs from Plaintiffs' land. 
34. Plaintiffs have advised Defendants on numerous occasions, through 
correspondence to Defendant Bakers' attorney, by way of the erection of~'No 
Trespassing" signs at strategic locations on the property, and verbally that Defendants 
were trespassing on Plaintiffs' land without any right or authority to do so, and without 
Plaintiffs' consent. Plaintiffs further have demanded that Defendants leave Plaintiffs' 
property immediately and refrain from any further entry on the property. On or about 
September 13, 2008 and again on or about June 6, 2009, Bonner County Sheriff deputies 
have been called to the Coleman Property in response to Plaintiffs' requests concerning 
Defendants' trespassing activities. On both occasions, the deputies discussed the 
trespassing complaint with Defendant Timothy Baker. 
35. Despite these warnings, Defendants have continued to enter onto 
Plaintiffs' land against Plaintiffs' will and without Plaintiffs' consent and Defendants 
have continued their acts of damaging conduct as described in paragraphs 31and32 of 
this complaint. 
36. Defendants' wrongful actual and continuing interference, unless and until 
enjoined and restrained by order of this court, will cause grave and irreparable injury to 
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Plaintiffs in that Plaintiffs have been and continue to be deprived of use of the Coleman 
Property and the Disputed Property. 
SIXTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
TIMBER TRESPASS 
37. Plaintiffs herein incorporate paragraphs 1through36 above as fully as 
though the same were hereinafter set forth at length. 
38. In or about May or June 2009 and again in or about March and April 2010 
and at other times of which Plaintiffs are not currently aware, Defendants have, without 
lawful authority, cut down and/or carried off wood, underwood, trees, girdles, and have 
otherwise injured trees and timber upon Plaintiff's Property and the Disputed Property. 
39. Defendants' "WTongful actual and continuing interference and overt 
actions, unless and until enjoined and restrained by order of this court, has caused and 
will continue to cause grave and irreparable injury to Plaintiffs and Plaintiffs' Property. 
Defendants have destroyed the aesthetic value of the property and have caused waste and 
damage to the trees, plants, and the land that cannot be adequately restored. 
SEVENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
INJUCTION AND ORDER REQUIRING REMOVAL OF FENCE 
40. Plaintiffs herein incorporate paragraphs 1through39 above as fully as 
though the same were hereinafter set forth at length. 
41. Defendants have wrongfully threatened to use, occupy and otherwise 
interfere with Plaintiffs' use and enjoyment of the Disputed Property and the Coleman 
Property and, in particular, have refused to remove the Dog Kennel Fence unlawfully 
constructed on the property. Despite demands they cease, defendants threaten to continue 
such use, occupancy and interference. 
42. Because of Defendants' wrongful actions in hindering, obstructing and 
restricting access to the Plaintiffs' Property, Plaintiffs are precluded from reasonably 
accessing and enjoying Plaintiffs' Property and Plaintiffs have incurred damages in an 
amount exceeding the sum of$10,000.00. 
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43. Plaintiffs have no adequate remedy at law for the threatened conducts of 
Defendants, in that it would be impossible for Plaintiffs to determine the precise amount 
of damage Plaintiffs will suffer if Defendants' conduct is not restrained, and Plaintiffs 
will be deprived of the use of their real property which cannot be compensated in 
damages. Unless and until enjoined by order of this court and directed to remove the 
encroaching Dog Kennel Fence, Defendants will cause grave and irreparable injury to 
Plaintiffs. 
44. Defendants' actions in this matter are an extreme deviation from 
reasonable standards and Plaintiffs are entitled to an award of punitive damages in an 
amount to be determined at the trial in this matter. 
WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs request judgment against Defendants, and each of them, 
as follows: 
1. For a judgment quieting title to the Disputed Property in Plaintiffs. 
2. For a judgment quieting title to the Eastern Strip of Gilbertson 
Property in Plaintiffs. 
3. For a judgment quieting title to the Easement in Plaintiffs. 
4. That the true and correct location of the boundary line between the 
Baker Property and the Coleman Property be found to be the 1970 Fence Line as alleged 
in this complaint, and that Defendants be adjudged to have no right, title, estate, lien, or 
interest in or to the property of Plaintiffs, or any part of that property north of the 1970 
Fence Line; 
5. For a judgment permanently enjoining Defendants, and those 
acting in concert with Defendants, from blocking, restricting or hindering Plaintiffs from 
the use and access to their property or their Easement road; 
6. For an injunction ordering Defendants not to enter or trespass on 
the Coleman Property, including the Disputed Property; 
7. For an order directing Defendants to remove the encroaching Dog 
Kennel Fence; 
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8. That Defendants be found liable under LC. § 6-202 for the above-
enumerated damages resulting from the complained of trespass and that Plaintiffs be 
awarded a judgment pursuant to LC.§ 6-202, in the amount of three times the value of 
Plaintiffs' damages for the diminution of value of Plaintiffs' property plus incidental 
damages in an amount to be determined at trial; 
9. That Defendants be found liable under common law for any of the 
above enumerated damages resulting from the complained of trespass but found not to be 
covered under LC. § 6-202, and that Plaintiffs be awarded a judgment pursuant to the 
common law, in an amount to be determined at trial; 
I 0. That Defendants have judgment entered against them for those 
damages as may be proven at trial and incurred by Plaintiffs in an amount in excess of 
$10,000.00; 
11. That Plaintiffs be permitted to amend this complaint to include a 
claim for punitive damages in an amount to be determined at trial; 
12. That Defendants be ordered to pay all of Plaintiffs' reasonable 
costs and attorneys' fees incurred in this action pursuant to Cdaho attorney fee provisions, 
including but not limited to LC.§ 6-202 and LC.§ 12-121; 
13. For such other relief as the Court deems just and proper. 
PLAINTIFFS IN PRO SE: 
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VERIFICATION 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) SS. 
County of Kootenai ) 
I, TERRI BOYD-DAVIS, one of the Plaintiffs, being sworn, having read the 
foregoing, say the facts set forth herein are accurate and complete to the best of my 
knowledge and belief. 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to met . 
Residing at: 
My Commission Expires: 





A parcel of land located in Section 11,Township 59 North of Range 2 West of the Boise 
Meridian described as follows: 
Commencing at a point 1250 feet North and 25 feet East of the Southwest comer of the 
Southeast Quarter of Southeast Quarter of Section 11, Township 59 North of Range 2 
West of the Boise Meridian; thence 40 feet East; thence 200 feet Southeasterly along the 
West boundary of Highway No. 130, being the true point of beginning; thence 450 feet 
Southeasterly along the West boundary of Highway No. 130; thence 225 feet West; thence 
Northwesterly to a point 130 feet West of said Highway; thence 130 feet East to the true 




Escrow No. 50456-LW 
" BAktr fro °i)et'ty '' 
In the State ofidaho, County of Bonner. 
PARCEL I: 
A tract ofland located in Section 11, Township 59 North, Range 2 West, Boise Meridian, Bonner County, Idaho, descnDed 
as follo..,.-s: 
Starting from the Southeast comer of said Section 11; 
Thence West 125 feet, more or less, to the \Vest right of way line of Pack River Road; 
Thence 8 rods Northwesterly along the West right of way line of road; 
Thence 28 rods Northwesterly along said West right of way line co the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING; 
Thence Northwesterly 27 rods; 
Thence 20 rods West; 
Thence 27 rods Southeasterly parallel to the West right of way line of said road; 
The.-;ce 20 rods East to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING. 
PARCEL2: 
A tract ofland located in Section 11, Township 59 North, Range 2 West, Boise Meridian.. Bonner Counry, Idaho, descn1Jcd 
as follows: 
Starting from !he Southeast comer of said Section 11; 
Thence West 125 feet. more orless. to the Westrightof'IY-ay line of Pack River Road; 
Thence 8 rods Northwesterly along the West right of way line of road; 
Thence !7 rods West to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING; 
Thence 28 rods Northwesterlyparallel to the West right of way line of said road; 
Thence 3 rods West; 
Thence 4-5 rods Southeasterly parallel to the West right of way line of said road; 
Thence 17 rods South; 
Thence 18 rods East to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING. 
PARCEL3: 
A !Il!cC ofland located in Section 11, Township 59 North, Range 2 West. Boise Meridian.. Bolliler County, Idaho, descnoed 
as follows: 
Starting from the Southeast comer of said Section 11; 
Thence West 125 feet, more or less, to the West right of way line of Pack River Road; 
Thence 8 rods Northwesterly along tile West right of way line of road to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING; 
Thence 28 rods Northwesterly along said West right of way line; 
Thence 17 rods West; 
Thence 28 rods Southeasterly parallei to the West right of way line of said road; 
Thence 17 rods East to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING • 
f;YHl"f .. a" -
PARCEL4: 
A tract ofland located in Section l l, Township 59 North. Range 2 West, Boise Meridian, Bonner County, Idaho, descnlled 
as follows: 
Starting from the Southeast corner of said Section 11; 
Thence West 125 feet West on the Section tine to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING; 
Thence 43 rods West along the Section line; 
Thence 8 rods North 30 degrees West; 
Thence 43 rods East parallel to the North line; 
Thence 8 rods South 30 degrees East to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING. 
~x 
~~"''r •a11 - p9. ~,~lz 
Exhibit "C" 
"Gilbertson Property" 
A tract of land situate in the Southeast Quarter of Section 11, Township 59 North of Range 2, 
West of the Boise Meridian, described as follows: Beginning at a point 900 feet West along the 
South line of said Section 11 from the Southeast comer thereof; thence 150 feet North to point of 
true beginning, being a point on the East bank of Pack River; thence due Northwest 715 feet to 
bank of Pack River; thence Southeasterly along the East bank of Pack River to the point of true 
beginning. 
Exhibit "C" - page 1 of 2 
A tract of land located in Section 11, TO\llnship 59 
North, Range 2 West, Boiae Meridian¥ Bonner County, 
Idaho, more fully described as follows: 
Commencing at the Southeast corner of said 
section 11: thence North 89°52'44" West along the 
South line 0£ said Section 11 a ~~stance of 900.00, 
feet; thence North 00°07'1~· East a distance of 
150.00 feet to the point of beginning; thence South 
1°18'23• west a distance of 35.83 feet; thence South 
89°52'44" East a distance of 104.77 feet; thence North 
00°58'54• East a distance of 301.39 feet; thence North 
38°52 1 29° West a distance of 519.75 feet; thence South 
89°52 1 44" East a distance of l02.S6 feet; thence North 
41°08 1 49 11 West a distance o:f 332.86 feet; thence North 
26°28'16• West a distance of 126.61 feet to the South 
right-of-way of Pac_k River County Road; ·thence along 
the South right-of-way of said road in a Southwesterly 
direction to the mean high water line of Pack River; 
thence Southerly along the mean high water line of said 
Pack River to a point that is North 45°00'00" West of 
the point of beginning; thence South 45°00'00" East a 
dis~ance of 790.00 feet, ~.ore or lass, to the point of 
beginning; 
EXCEPTING THEPF.FRQM any portion lying Wltitin that property 
conveyed tv Bonner County by Warranty Deed. recorded 
September 30, 1980, Instrument No. 233525, Recorda of Bonner 
County, Idaho: 
SUBJECT TO AND TOGETHER WITH a 30.0 foot road easement 
tl5.0 feet each side of the center1in~) the ~enterlinc 
being described as follows: 
Commencing at the Southeast corner of said Section 11; 
thence North 89°52 1 44• West a distance of 900.00 feet; 
thence North 00°07'16• East a di•tance of 150.00 feet; 
thence North 45°00'00" w~st a distance of 456.40 feet to the 
point of beginninq1 thence North 45°C6 1 00• Eaat a distance 
of 116.26 feet; thence around a curve to tne ieft ~1th a 
radius of 182.91 feet a distance of 225.49 feet; thence 
North 25°37'55" West a distance of 456.12 feetr more or lea•, 
to the South right-of-way of Pack River Coanty Road. 
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RECOR.O OF SORVEr· 
for 
TIM BAKER 
In S. t t, T.59 N., R.2W.,B. ., 
Bonner County, Idaho 
BASIS OJi' Bfi'A.HIJYCS 
Record of Survey by Glaho It As.voe., Inc., "1996 ", Pock River 
Road Svr~y for 8onnor County. ROS ln1trumo11t No.. 495475. 
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Brian F. Davis 
Jean L. Coleman 
12738 N. Strahom Rd. 
Hayden, ID 83835 
Telephone: 208-659-5967 
Email: terriboyddavis@me.com 
Plaintiffs In Pro Se 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
TERRI BOYD-DA VIS and BRIAN F. 
DA VIS, husband and wife; and JEAN L. 









MARY PANDREA, an individual; 
TIMOTHY BAKER and CAROL 
BAKER, husband and wife; JAMES 
GILBERTSON and NELLIE 
GILBERTSON, husband and wife; JOHN 
P ANDREA, an individual; and DOES 1-
50, inclusive; 
Defendants. 
STA TE OF IDAHO ) 
) SS. 











I, Jean L. Coleman, swear under oath that: 
Case No: CV2010-0703 
AFFIDAVIT OF JEAN L. 
COLEMAN IN SUPPORT OF 
PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR 
TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER AND PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 
1. I am one of the Plaintiffs in this action. I submit this affidavit in support 
of our motion for a temporary restraining order and preliminary injunction in this action. 
Affidavit of Jean L. Coleman I 
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R.ECOR.O OF SOR V.Er 
for 
TIM BAKER 
In S. 11, T.59 N., R.ZW.,B.M., 
Bonner County, Idaho 
BASIS OF Bfi'A.RIHCS 
Record of Sor .,,r,y by Gtoh e &' Assoc., In c,, ''1996", Pock Ri~r 
Rood Survey for Bonner Counfy. ROS Ins trumen t No. 495475 
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1he Survey wos comple ted by Con ventional Traverso and 
Rodia! Tie techniques u sing o Toto! Stotion 
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lhis Survey makes no representation o f ownership , nor 
oU8mp l~ t o show oil easements of rec ord or in vi~w. 
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STEPHEN F. SMITH 
ATTORNEY AT I.AW, CHARTERED 
102SUPERIORSTREET 
P.O.BOXC 
SANDPOINT, ID 83864 
TELEPHONE: (208) 263-3115 - FACSIMILE: (208) 255-4325 
E-MAIL: steve@stevesmithlaw.com 
Jean Coleman 
2902 N. 5th Avenue 
October 2, 2008 
[Sent Certified Mail, 
Return Receipt Requested] 
Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 83815 
Re: Tim and Carol Baker/Jean Coleman 
Dear Ms. Coleman: 
Peggy Johnson, Paralegal 
Tim and Carol Baker have asked for my help with regard to a situation 
involving your real property and the real property that Tim and Carol 
purchased from Cliff and Joan Johnson in June 2007. Recent actions that 
have been taken on your real property have made it necessary for Tim and 
Carol to meet with me and for me to send this letter to you. 
My understanding of the background of this situation is as follows: 
1. After Tim and Carol purchased the real property from Cliff and 
Joan Johnson in about April 2007, Tim and Carol had a survey conducted 
of their real property in November 2007. That survey showed that a cabin 
and shed owned by you, and the driveway leading to those structures, 
encroach over onto the northern part of Tim and Carol's real property. 
2. After Tim and Carol became aware of the encroachments, they 
opened a dialogue with Cliff and Joan Johnson, and are in the process of 
attempting to resolve the issues between those parties. Tim and Carol are 
hopeful that those issues will be able to be resolved soon. 
( o-f 3 
Jean Coleman 
Page Two 
October 2, 2008 
3. Recently, on or about September 14, 2008, Tim and Carol became 
aware of "No Trespassing" signs, and steel posts with wire strung between 
those posts, being put up south of the driveway that serves the cabin and 
shed referred to above. As a result, Tim and Carol have not been able to 
access the northern part of their real property. 
4. Since the cabin and shed, and the trail to them, which has now 
been converted into a driveway, have been in their present locations for 
many years prior to Tim and Carol buying the Johnson real property, Tim 
and Carol are aware of the fact that there may be a prescriptive easement 
for the existing locations of the structures, and for the occasional use of the 
access to those structures. There has not been, however, the sort of 
substantial enclosure or cultivation, and the payment of real property taxes 
on the property in question, so that there would be any claim for adverse 
possession. While a prescriptive easement may allow the continued use of 
the structures and the access, a prescriptive easement would not limit the 
ability of Tim and Carol to have access onto the northern portion of their 
real property. 
Based upon this factual background, Tim and Carol must ask that the "No 
Trespassing" signs and the fence posts with wire strung between them, 
must be removed within one week after the date of this letter. If you will do 
so, there is every reason to believe that this matter can be resolved in a 
manner acceptable to both parties. 
Tim and Carol are aware of the potential for this matter to complicate the 
lives of both parties unless there is a resolution that is permanent. With 
that in mind, Tim and Carol would be willing to open a dialogue to try to 
achieve such a permanent resolution. 
Jean Coleman 
Page Three 
October 2, 2008 
For example, Tim and Carol would be willing to discuss you having the 
ability to move your two structures off the real property on which they are 
now situated so that you could have the use and enjoyment of those 
structures if you chose to do so. 
Please contact me within the week following the date of this letter to 
confirm that the "No Trespassing" signs and fencing have been removed, 
and also to let me know if you are open to discussing the type of resolution 




Attorney at Law 
SS:pj 
p: Tim and Carol Baker 
/::::" \./ \\ C't 
STEPHEN F. SMITH 
ATTORNEY AT LAW, CHARTERED 
102 SUPERIOR STREET 
P.O. BOXC 
SANDPOINT, ID 83864 
TELEPHONE: (208) 263-3115 - FACSIMILE: (208) 255-4325 
E-MAIL: steve@stevesmithlaw.com 
Jean Coleman 
2902 N. 5th Avenue 
Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 83815 
November 12, 2008 
Re: Tim and Carol Baker/Jean Coleman 
Dear Ms. Coleman: 
Peggy Johnson, Paralegal 
I have been retained by Tim and Carol Baker (collectively, the "creditor") to 
collect from you their damages from your trespass of your driveway, fence, 
shed and a portion of your house on their real property. Mr. and Mrs. Baker 
estimate that their loss of use and enjoyment of the northern portion of their 
real property, resulting from your encroachments, has a value of 
approximately $100.00 per day. The period from September 13, 2008, when 
they first became aware of the encroachments, through the end of the month 
of October, 2008, would be 48 days. Multiplying $100.00 per day times 48 
days would equal damages of at least $4,800.00. The entire amount due 
would be $4,800.00 through the end of the month of October, 2008, plus 
$ioo.oo per day until you ren1ove the trespassing encroachrnents. 
If you want to resolve this matter without a lawsuit, you must, within ten (10) 
days after the date of this letter, either pay the creditor the entire balance due, 
or you must call me at area code (208) 263-3115 and work out mutually-
acceptable arrangements for payment. 
If you do neither of these things within the above-stated ten (10) day period, 
you will leave the creditor with no alternative but to file a lawsuit for 
collection of the entire amount of this debt. Should you choose to ignore this 
letter and the filing of a lawsuit becomes necessary, the creditor will also have 
no alternative but to join in the claim against you the costs of the proceeding 
and attorney's fees pursuant to Idaho Code Section 12-120. 
Jean Coleman 
Page Two 
November 12, 2008 
Federal law gives you thirty (30) days after you receive this letter to dispute 
the validity of the debt or any part of it. If you do not dispute it within that 
thirty (30) day period, that will be accepted as your agreement that the debt is 
valid. If you do dispute the debt -- by notifying me in writing to that effect -- I 
will, as required by the law, obtain and mail to you proof of the debt. And if, 
within that same thirty (30) day period, you request in writing the name and 
address of your original creditor, if the original creditor is different from the 
current creditor stated above, I will furnish you with that information, too. 
The law does not require the creditor to wait until the end of the thirty (30) 
day period before suing you to collect this debt. If, however, within the thirty 
(30) day period which begins with your receipt of this letter, you either 
request proof of the debt or the name and address of the original creditor, the 
law requires me to suspend my efforts (through litigation or otherwise) to 
collect the debt until I mail the requested information to you. 
This letter is an attempt to collect a debt, and any information obtained from 
you will be used for that purpose. It would therefore be in the best interests 
of all concerned for you to promptly respond to this letter, and I would ask 




Attorney at Law 
SS:pj 
p: Tim and Carol Baker 
Terri Boyd-Davis 
Brian F. Davis 
Jean L. Coleman 
12738 N. Strahom Rd. 
Hayden, ID 83835 
Telephone: 208-659-5967 
Email: terriboyddavis@me.com 
Plaintiffs In Pro Se 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
TERRI BOYD-DA VIS and BRIAN F. 
DA VIS, husband and wife; and JEAN L. 









MARY P ANDREA, an individual; 
TIMOTHY BAKER and CAROL 
BAKER, husband and wife; JAMES 
GILBERTSON and NELLIE 
GILBERTSON, husband and wife; JOHN 
P ANDREA, an individual; and DOES 1-
50, inclusive; 
Defendants. 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) SS. 











Case No: CV2010-0703 
AFFIDAVIT OF TERRI BOYD-
DA VIS IN SUPPORT OF 
PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR 
TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER AND PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 
I, Terri Boyd-Davis, swear under oath that: 
1. I am one of the Plaintiffs in this action. I submit this affidavit in support 
of our motion for a temporary restraining order and preliminary injunction in this action. 
I am over the age of 18, have personal knowledge of the facts contained herein, and am 
competent to testify to these facts. 
Affidavit of Terri Boyd-Davis 
078 
1 
2. Plaintiff Jean Coleman is my aunt ("Aunt Jean") and I have known her all 
my life. When I was a child, I often visited my grandparents on their farm located in 
Upper Pack River, a short walking distance from property owned by my Aunt Jean, 
commonly known as 4670 Upper Pack River Road, Sandpoint, Idaho, Parcel No. 
RP59N02Wl 19200A, Tax Lots #24 and #15 ("Coleman Property"). My family and I 
often stayed at Aunt Jean's charming, rustic cabin located on her Pack River property. 
Attached hereto as Exhibit "A" are true and correct copies of photographs taken during 
my childhood visits at Aunt Jean's cabin. 
3. When I was a child, the lot adjoining the Coleman Property to the south 
was owned by Clifford and Joan Johnson ("Johnson's"). Tax Lot 27, the lot immediately 
adjoining the Coleman Property to the south was deeded by my grandparents, Harry and 
Edith Clark, to the Johnson's on September 3, 1971, see copy of Deed, attached hereto as 
Exhibit "B." Bonner County records reveal that my grandparents deeded the Johnson's 
lot south of Tax Lot 27 to the Johnson's in 1970. The Johnson's lived in their house 
located on the far south end ofthis property until they sold the property in 2007. 
4. When we were children, my two sisters and I were friends with the three 
Johnson sisters, Debbie, Linda and Tracy, who lived on the lot south of the Coleman 
Property. Nearly every day when visiting in Pack River, we would run back and forth 
between the Coleman Property and the Johnson property to the south. The properties 
were divided by a fence. There was no gate on the fence. We would climb through the 
wooden fence to get onto the Johnson property. Attached hereto as Exhibit "C" is a true 
and correct copy of a photograph taken in or about 1972 that shows the wooden fence 
that divided the Johnson and Coleman properties. The two young girls in the photo are 
my sister, Deanna Boyd Barrett (now 46) and Tracy Johnson. 
5. My parents would sleep in our camper while we children slept in Aunt 
Jean's cabin, which was equipped with beds, a wood-burning stove, chairs and other 
items. My parents drove their truck and camper onto the property by way of the only 
Affidavit of Terri Boyd-Davis 2 
road that has ever been on the property throughout my life. That same road is there today 
in the same spot. 
6. The only property we ever used of Aunt Jean's property was the area 
where the cabin is located and the area south of the property to where the wooden fence 
was located. We also occupied the property west of the property as far as the gully. The 
rest of the property to the north of the cabin and to the east was dense with natural 
growth. A true and correct copy of a satellite view of the Coleman Property from Google 
Maps that I downloaded off the internet this week is attached hereto as Exhibit "D." I 
have marked the area of the property that we have always used since the 1970's. It is 
apparent :from this satellite photo the remaining area of the Coleman Property is covered 
with natural growth. 
7. In addition to Aunt Jean and her children, I am also aware that over the 
years, the cabin has been used at various times by other aunts of mine including Nellie 
Gilbertson ("Nellie"), Grace Dreschel, Kari Clark, Mary Pandrea ("Mary") and Wilma 
Mican, as well as their children and grandchildren. Attached as Exhibit "E" are true and 
correct copies of photographs of some of these visits by other family members. 
8. My Aunt Mary lived in the cabin mostly during the summer months from 
2003 through 2008. Mary kept furniture and other personal belongings in the cabin year-
round. During the time Mary lived there, I visited there regularly. Mary kept a 
clothesline in the area south of the cabin. She kept her car parked in the area south of the 
cabin. While she lived there, other family member regularly visited and sometimes 
stayed there overnight. They would camp in the area south of the cabin. My Aunt Nellie 
kept a trailer parked in the area south of the cabin for years. In the late spring of2007, 
Mary erected a privacy fence around the Coleman Cabin. Attached hereto as Exhibit "F" 
are true and correct copies of photographs evidencing these facts. 
9. Throughout the time Aunt Jean has owned her property, there has always 
been a fence in the same place. It marks the boundary between her property and the 
Affidavit of Terri Boyd-Davis 3 
Johnson property. Everyone, including the Johnson's, have always treated the fence as 
the boundary between the properties. 
10. During the years of 1970 through 2008, there have never been any 
problems or disputes concerning the property lines of the Coleman Property. However, 
on or about September 7, 2008, my mother, Ethel Boyd, and I were visiting at the 
Coleman Cabin when Timothy Baker ("Tim") drove his truck from his property adjoining 
Aunt Jean's to the south, which he had purchased from the Johnson's in 2007. A portion 
of the fence that divided the properties had been torn down, allowing a vehicle to fit 
through. Tim informed my mother and me that he had torn the fence down and that he 
had a survey that revealed that was his property. He said he "was short two acres." He 
said he thought he had bought nine acres and ended up with seven. He said he "had a 
problem with Jean" and that he wanted a settlement from her. 
11. Shortly thereafter, Jean told her sister, Mary, that it was time for her to 
move out of the Coleman Cabin. Mary became angry with Jean and has been angry with 
her since. 
12. On or about September 13, 2008, I called the Bonner County Sheriff to 
report Tim's trespassing activities and the torn down fence. Deputy Cliff Mattingly 
spoke with my husband, Brian Davis ("Brian") and me and also with Tim that day. 
13. In October and November 2008, Aunt Jean received two letters from 
Tim's attorney, Stephen Smith. Jean hired an attorney, Susan Weeks to respond to the 
letters but more than a month had gone by and her attorney did not respond to the letters, 
so Jean asked me to respond to them on her behalf On November 21, 2008, I faxed a 
letter to Tim's attorney. The letter disputed Tim's alleged "facts" and asserted Jean's 
rights to the property in dispute under the theories of adverse possession and boundary by 
agreement. The letter offered a resolution to allow Jean to quiet title at her expense. A 
true and correct copy of the letter is attached hereto as Exhibit "G." 
Affidavit of Terri Boyd-Davis 4 
14. Neither Jean nor I received any further communications from Tim or his 
attorney so on February 2, 2009, I sent a follow-up email to Tim's attorney requesting a 
status update. He did not respond, so we assumed Tim had dropped the matter. 
15. On or about June 6, 2009, we discovered that the boundary fence had been 
tom down again and that our "No Trespassing" signs had been removed. We assumed 
that Tim had tom them down and reported the incident to the Bonner County Sheriff. 
Tim denied involvement. 
16. On June 11, 2009, by way of a Quitclaim Deed, Aunt Jean made Brian and 
I title owners along with her of the Coleman Property. Attached hereto as Exhibit "H" is 
a true and correct copy of the Quitclaim Deed. 
17. Shortly thereafter, I stopped at the office of Tim's attorney to inform him 
that I was now on title to the Coleman Property and to discuss the boundary dispute. Mr. 
Smith shook his head, expressing dismay, when I informed him that the fence had been 
tom down again. He said he was not aware that the fence had been tom down again. I 
told him that because he had never responded to the letter I had sent him in November of 
the previous year, I assumed that the issue had been settled. I told him we wished to 
resolve the matter. 
18. In August 2009, I saw my aunt, Mary Pandrea. Mary triumphantly told 
me that her son, John Pandrea, had tom down the fence and the "No Trespassing" signs. 
Brian and I decided at that time we needed to put a motion-activated security camera on 
the Coleman Property and we did so. 
19. In December 2009, Tim's attorney called me and asked if I would be 
willing to meet with him to discuss resolution of the case. I agreed to do so, and on 
January 8, 2010, Brian and I met with Mr. Smith at his office. During our meeting, Mr. 
Smith produced three affidavits he had gathered in support of his clients' position. Two 
of the affidavits were from my aunts, Mary and Nellie. All three affidavits contained 
erroneous facts, and I produced photographs to Mr. Smith that revealed their alleged facts 
were either purposefully untruthful or a result of poor memory. I explained to Mr. Smith 
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that Mary and Nellie were angry with other family members, that they had an agenda and 
were trying to cause harm to Jean. I stated that I believed my aunts were the impetus 
behind his clients' case and that they were likely feeding his clients false historical 
information. Mr. Smith asked me if I would put together a statement along with evidence 
that he could present to his client I agreed to do so, and on January 12, 2010, I produced 
an 8-page letter outlining relevant facts and provided 11 pages of exhibits containing 
evidence in support of my facts. In my letter, I, again, proposed a resolution to the 
dispute. A true and correct copy of the letter is attached hereto as Exhibit "L" 
20. I never received a response from Baker's attorney so after approximately 
two months had gone by, I sent him a follow up email asking for a status update and 
reiterating our desire to resolve the dispute. I did not receive a reply to the email. 
21. On April 15, 2010 I sent an email to Tim's attorney inquiring about his 
client's involvement in the destruction to and erection of the chainlink fence to our 
property and inquiring as to whether his client still wished to resolve the boundary 
dispute without court action. I informed him we were prepared to file a quiet title action 
and that we would be pursuing civil and criminal actions against those involved. On 
April 16, 2010, Mr. Smith's paralegal responded to my email informing me that he was 
no longer representing the Baker's. A true and correct copy of this email exchange is 
attached hereto as Exhibit "J." 
22. On April 14, 2010, after Brian discovered the destruction that had been 
done to the Coleman Property, I reported the crimes to the Bonner County Sheriff and 
provided photos of the activities of the defendants in this action. The Sheriff has begun 
and investigation and has informed me that the Prosecutor's Office is currently reviewing 
the facts to determine if they can prosecute. The Sheriff has provided me with a copy of 
the Deputy Report dated April 29, 2010. The report states in part: 
I advised Boyd-Davis that I would complete a report regarding the 
ongoing civil dispute and the allegations of trespass and malicious injury 
to property. I told Boyd-Davis that the civil suit would need to be 
resolved before the Sheriff's Office would be able to take any enforcement 
action because we have no way of knowing the correct property boundary 
lines. 
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KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS: 
That HARRY F. CLARK and EDITHE. CLARK, husband and wife, 
of Samuels, Idaho, in consideration of One Dollar and other 
valuable considerations, do hereby grant, bargain, sell and 
convey unto CLIFFORD A. JOHNSON and JOAN A. JOHNSON,· husband 
and wife, of Route 1, Box 159, Samuels, Idaho, the·following 
property in Bonner County, State of Idaho, to-wit: 
A tract of land located in Section 11,_ Township 
59 North, Range 2 West of the Boise Meridian 
described as follows: 
Starting from the Southeast corner of said 
Section 11; thence West 125 feet, more or less, 
to the West right of way line of Pack River Road; 
thence 8 rods Northwesterly along the West right 
of way line of road; thence 28 rods Northw~sterly 
along said West right of way line to the true 
point of beginning; thence Northwesterly 27 rods; 
thence 20 rods West; thence 27 rods Southeasterly 
parallel to the West right of way line of said 
Road; thence 20 rods East to the true ~oint of 
beginning. 
TOGBTHER with all and singular the tenements, heredita -
ments and appurtenances thereunto belonging or in anywise 
appertaining. 
AND the above named grantors hereby covenant that the 
above described premises are free from all encumbrances and 
that they will and their heirs, executors and administrators 
shall warrant and defend the abov e premises against all lawful 
claims and demands, except: 
SUBJECT to existing easements and rights of 
way and taxes for the year 1971. 
SIGNED this 3rd day of September, 1971. 





































Via facsimile £208} 255-4325 
Stephen F. Smith 
P.O. BoxC 
Sandpoint, ID 83864 
Terri Boyd-Davis 
12738 N. Strahom Road 
Hayden, ID 83835 
(208) 659-5967 
Email: TerriBoydDavis@mac.com 
November 21, 2008 
RE: Baker/Coleman property dispute 
Dear Mr. Swith: 
I am Jean Coleman's niece and I often assist her in matters relating to her property and 
other business-reiated matters. She has asked me to assist her in responding to the matters 
addressed in your letter to her of October 2, 2008. While Jean is prepared, if necessary, to obtain 
counsel in this matter, we thought this could potemially be avoided if you beuer understood the 
facts of this case. Contained within this letter, therefore, are relevant and accurate details that 
were missing in your letter. 
As you may be aware, Jean has never personally met nor been contacted by your clients, 
Tim and Carol Baker. She has, nonetheless, been expecting your letter for some time since she 
first became aware of the underhanded activities carried out by Tim Baker on her property and 
the confrontations he has engaged in with her friends and family members, including me. Tim 
informed me and other family members over a month ago that she would be hearing from you 
concerning "problems" he had with her. Since these details are missing from your letter. I will 
supply them in mine so that you better understand why it is only now, 37 years after the 
Johnson's acquired the property adjoining Jean's, that she feels the need to protect her property 
with "No Trespassing" signs. 
In addition to the fact that your letter made no mention of the aggressive tactics your 
client hali employed against Jean since purchasing the Johnson property in June 2007. it also 
relates inaccurate information concerning che use and histories of both the Coleman and Johnson 
properties. It is understandable that your clients, who are new to the Pack River community, do 
not know and understand the history of these properties. Admittedly, Jean is at an advantage 
here since she grew up in the Pack River Valley and both hers and the Johnson's properties arc 
her family's properties. deeded from her parents to her and the Johnson's in the early 1970's. 
henF. Smith 
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IDSTORICAL BACKGROUND CONCERNING 
JEAN'S CABIN AND PACK RIVER PROPERTY 
As you correctly pointed out, Jean's cabin and her other structures had been in their 
present locations for many years prior to your clients' purchase of the Johnson real property. 
Jean's father, Harry Clark, deeded Jean's property to her on December 23, 1970. It was a gift, 
his legacy to her. Those who knew my grandfather know how much he loved his land and the 
Pack River. Jean certainly knows this and she has always treasured the part of it that he gave to 
her. Shortly after obtaining her property, Jean purchased the cabin, an 1887 former blacksmith's 
cabin, and had it moved onto her property. Her father assisted in the moving and placement of 
the cabin onto the property he had given her. They both, obviously, believed it was placed 
within the boundaries of her property and, until now, no one has ever questioned the correctness 
of its location. 
At the time Jean moved the cabin onto her property, it was her intention to use the cabin 
and property for primarily summer recreational use, a place where she and her family and her 
siblings and their families could stay on their many trips to their childhood home. Jean has 
always had a very giving nature and this is evidenced by her generosity in sharing her cabin and 
property with friends and family members over the years. Since the 1970' s, Jean has allowed her 
siblings (she has six sisters and one brother) and her numerous nieces and nephews to use her 
property on their visits to the Pack River, and they have done so continuously since the cabin 
was first placed on the property. 
Also, at various times. Jean has allowed people to permanently occupy the cabin. For 
example. during the 1990·s. Jean·s friend, Bob Kamp, Jived in the cabin year-round until his 
death in 1998. During that time, he improved both the property and the cabin and added 
additional structures. More recently, for the past five years or so, Jean has allowed her sister, 
Mary Pandrea, to occupy the cabin. During this time, Mary has stayed there often throughout the 
warmer months and has stored many of her belongings there throughout the year. In the spring 
of 2007, Mary erected a privacy fence around the cabin. Within the boundaries of the fence, she 
kept outdoor furniture and a variety of outdoor decor. Mary and others who used and visited the 
cabin parked their vehicles in the area that is always kept cleared south of the cabin. At the time 
your clients purchased their property. this privacy fence was in place and vehicles were regularly 
parked on the property. Even a casual observation of the cabin and the property surrounding it 
would have revealed that someone was using and claiming the cabin and the property north of 
the fence line. 
Despite Mary's occupation of the cabin over the past several years, other family members 
have continued to use the property as well. In particular, Jean's sister. Nellie Gilbertson, who 
also owns a parcel of family land adjoining both the Coleman and Johnson properties. has kept a 
trailer in Jean's yard, and Nellie's family members and others have often camped there next to 
the trailer. The survey your client commissioned shows the location of the trailer in the yard. It 
is the rectangular structure shown on the survey between the cabin and the "existing fence line". 
Until last month. Nellie made regular use of the cabin along with Mary. Effective September 21. 
2008, Mary moved out of the cabin at Jean's request and has now removed all of her belongings 
from Jean's property. Mary and Nellie no longer have Jean's permission to use her property. 
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YOUR CLIENTS' AGGRESSIVE ACTIVITIES 
Jean was not made aware of the findings of the Baker survey until last month. She 
discovered in August 2008 that a portion of the fence that has served as the boundary between 
her property and the Johnson's since the early l970's had been tom down. Initially, she did not 
know who had tom the fence down or why. However. on September 7, 2008, I and other family 
members were visiting her property and assessing the tom down fence. While on Jean's 
property. your client, Tim Balcer, drove onto Jean's property from the Johnson property through 
the portion of the fence that had been tom down. A conversation ensued between your client and 
us. 
It is interesting that you stated that the reason it was "necessary for Tim and Carol to 
meet with [you]" and make it necessary for you to send Jean your letter of October 2, 2008 was 
because of "recent actions that have been taken on [Jean's] property," inferring that Jean had 
perhaps done something inappropriate. While your client may have neglected to tell you about 
the things he has done, the facts reveal that he has been the one taking inappropriate actions. 
During the encounter of September 7, 2008, Tim alerted us that he "had problems" with Jean. 
He told us that he discovered, atler having his property surveyed 10 months previously that his 
property went right over the top of Jean's cabin. He also told us that Jean would be hearing from 
his attorney, whom he identified as "Smith" in Sandpoint. He had obviously retained you to 
represent him in this mauer sometime before the signs were put up and the fence was reerected. 
Your client claimed that he had to talce care of this because he was short two acres. He claimed 
rhe missing acreage was all right on Jean's property. He told us when he bought the property it 
was 9 acres but he ended up with 7. He told us that because of this that he could never sell his 
property and that he just wanted a "settlement". He also informed us that he was the one who 
had tom the fence down. Additionally, he advised us that his wife had returned to their home in 
Upland, California but that he would be staying permanently in his Idaho home. Unless his wife 
has since returned to Idaho, I suspect that you have not actually met with her in the past month as 
you assert in your letter. 
Two days after our first encounter with Tim Baker, on September 9. 2008, some of Jean's 
friends and family members reerected the portion of the fence that your client tore down. At that 
time, they replaced the steel posts but did not replace the barbed wire that your client had cut 
down. They used the same steel posts that your client had removed. Tim had discarded them 
next to the fence. Because of the disrespect shown by your client to Jean in tearing down the 
fence and driving across her property without ever even attempting to discuss these issues with 
her, she also had "No Trespassing" signs erected on the fence in the area your client had 
previously torn down. While Jean's friends and family members were reerecting the fence, your 
client confronted, cursed at and threatened them. He told them he was going to make their lives 
miserable and threatened to, among other things, "take them for everything they got". 
On September 13. 2008, I and other family members returned to Jean's property. At that 
time we noted that tire tracks revealed that someone was ignoring the "No Trespassing" signs 
and continuing to drive a small vehicle around the fence posts onto Jean's property from the 
Johnson property. To prevent this, we replaced the barbed wire that your client had cut down. I 
also called the sheriff and made a report about the trespassing activities. Tim Baker also spoke 
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with the sheriff that day. The sheriff indicated that he would not cite your client for trespassing 
that day but would issue him a warning so that he could be cited in the future if he trespassed 
again. Tim confinned to the sheriff and us that his attorney was Stephen Smith and that he 
additionally had another attorney, Toby McLaughlin. 
BOUNDARY BETWEEN COLEMAN AND .JOHNSON PROPERTIES 
Three of the Johnson• s four lots, now owned by your client. were previously owned by 
Jean's parents. The Johnson's northernmost lot, the one that adjoins Jean's property, was deeded 
by Jean's parents to the Johnson's on September 3, 1971. That is when the Johnson's and Jean 
first became neighbors. 
The Johnson home (now your clients') is located on the far south end of their property, 
with several acres between it and Jean's cabin. The Johnson• s had always accessed their 
property from their driveway with direct access to Upper Pack River Road, which is located at 
the southern end of their property, nowhere close to where Jean's cabin is located. The 
Johnson's did not have access to Upper Pack River Road through Jean's property. There is an 
easemenr panially across Jean's propeny and panially across the Gilbertson·s which serves only 
Jean's and the Gilbertson's property but not the Johnson's. This easement leads directly into 
Jean's driveway. Her driveway has remained in the same location throughout the time she has 
owned the property. There has never been a different entrance onto her property. Contrary to 
your assertion. it has never been considered a "trail" as long as Jean has owned the property. 
Large vehicles have used this driveway to drive onto Jean's property since she first owned the 
property. As early as 1972. my parents drove their truck and camper onto the property along this 
driveway. 
The "existing fence line", as shown on the 2007 survey commissioned by Tim Baker. has 
been the boundary line between the Johnson and Coleman properties since the early l 970's when 
the original wooden fence was built. When the original fence deteriorated, it was replaced by the 
current barbed wire fence with steel posts. An inspection of the property reveals that remnants 
of the original fence still remain next to the current fence. Apparently, no one had been aware 
that the existing fence line was not the boundary line until late 2007 when the Baker survey was 
completed. 
It is worth noting that prior to your client tearing down the fence, this was not a point of 
access from the Johnson property onto the Coleman property. There was no gate there - it was a 
barbed wire fence. It was not possible to drive a vehicle through the fence. I am very familiar 
with Jean's property and the fence. I have stayed in the cabin on visits to Pack River since the 
early 1970's when I was a child. I am also familiar with the Johnson property. As children, my 
sisters and I played with the Johnson's daughters and visited their home and property on 
numerous occasions. As children, we would access the Johnson property by climbing through 
the then wooden fence. 
YOUR CLIENTS' DISPUTES 
It appears, both from admissions made by your client to me and other family members 
and from records available through the Bonner County Assessor's Office, that the Baker's had 
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not adequately investigated the property they purchased from the Johnson's prior to entering into 
their purchase agreement with them. Their neglect in doing so appears to be the source of their 
current "issues" - both those with the Johnson• s and now this matter with Jean. Tim Baker's 
actions reveal that he is quite angry about the fact that he did not acquire as much property as he 
thought he had purchased. He seems to be seeking retribution from someone other than himself 
to somehow make up for the results of his negligence. 
Like many deeds of rural properties of that time, the descriptions of the properties on 
Jean's deed and the Johnson's deeds were. no doubt, less than precise. Jean and, apparently, the 
Johnson's as well, believed that their property lines were located somewhere other than where 
the Baker survey revealed. The Johnson's, like your clients, apparently also believed that their 
property consisted of 9 .38 acres. Records on file with the Bonner County Assessor's Office 
reveal that they paid property taxes on that basis. However, as I am certain you are aware, the 
survey commissioned by your clients revealed that the property consists of only 7.9 acres. Your 
clients recently had their property records adjusted by Bonner County so they now pay taxes on 
this basis. 
OTHER RELEVANT FACTS 
According to the surveys Jean has obtained of the subject property, it appears that the 
portion of the property that your client is claiming ownership of and which has been occupied by 
Jean for the past 38 years amounts to less than half an acre. Its monetary value is minimal. 
AU of the facts provided in this letter can be proven through extensive evidence including 
numerous photographs dating back to the early 1970's up through the present time, various 
historical documents and testimony of many of Jean's family members and other people familiar 
with the property and its history. 
JEAN'S POSITION 
Jean claims ownership of the property that is the subject of this dispute under the theories 
of boundary by agreement and adverse possession. For your edification, I have summarized 
relevant Idaho law below: 
Boundary by agreement 
There are many Idaho Supreme Court cases dealing with the theory of boundary by 
agreement or boundary by acquiescence that support Jean's position. I am highlighting a few. 
A 2003 Idaho Supreme Court case, Neider v. Shaw provides the following: 
Idaho case Jaw is well established on the elements necessary for a boundary by 
agreement. 0 Boundary by agreement requires: ( 1) an uncertain or disputed 
boundary involving adjacent properties, and (2) an agreement fixing the 
boundary." 
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In our case. there has obviously been an "uncertain boundary" for 37 years. Additionally. 
we have had an "agreement fixing the boundary". Although this agreement may not have been 
express. it qualifies as an implied agreement as can be ascertained from the following cases. 
A 200 I Idaho Supreme Court case, Griffel v. Reynolds provides the following (italics 
mine): 
..... When no express agreement is shown. the agreed upon boundary must 
therefore be determined from the conduct of the parties. viewed in the light of the 
surrounding circumstances" .. . A long period of acquiescence by one party to 
another party's use of the disputed property provides a factual basis from which 
an agreement can be inferred. 
An agreement can be ''[i]mplied by the surrounding circumstances and conduct of 
the parties, including erection of a fence or other demarcation. possession of the 
property up to the fence, and a period of acquiescence." ... (such an agreement 
may be presumed to arise between adjoining landowners where such right has 
been definitely defined by erection of a fence or other monument on the line 
followed by such adjoining landowners treating it as fixing the boundary for such 
length of time that neither should be allowed to deny the correctness of its 
location). 
A 2001 Idaho Supreme Court case. Stafford v. Weaver provides the foUowing (italics 
mine): 
The existence of an agreement may appear where the parties have erected a fence 
followed by treatme11t of the f e11ce as the bou11dary. Allowing an adjoining 
landowner, without objection, to build improvements on the property is also 
evidence of an agreement. 
In our case, .. the long period of acquiescence" amounts to 37 years. This "provides a 
factual basis from which an agreement can be inferred." The fence has been in place throughout 
this time and the "adjoining landowners" (Jean and the Johnson's) have "treat[ed] it as fixing the 
boundary for such length of time that neither should be allowed to deny the correctness of its 
location." 
Additionally, many improvements have been built on Jean's property over the years 
"without objection" by the Johnson's. This "is also evidence of an agreement." 
Adverse possession 
The relevant sections of the Idaho code defining "adverse possession" are found in 
sections 5-208 through 5-210 and require that land that "is deemed to have been possessed and 
occupied" under this theory must have been .. usually cultivated Q! improved" and "protected by a 
substantial enclosure." Additionally, the land must have been so possessed for a minimum of 20 
years and taxes must have been paid on the property. 
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Jean meets all of these elements. Although you claim that there has not been the "sort of 
substantial enclosure or cultivation" on the property. this is patently not true. There have been 
many improvements on the land over the years Jean has owned it, and the property between the 
cabin and the fence have always been kept cleared because this is the parking area, camping area 
and yard area used by the occupants and guests. We have numerous photographs taken over the 
past nearly 40 years that evidence this. 
A 2002 Idaho Supreme Court case, Utter v. Gibbins addresses the question of what 
qualifies as being "protected by a substantial inclosure." (italics mine) 
LC. 5-210(1) requires "that land claimed by adverse possession be •protected by 
a substantial inclosure. '" It is true that the character of the inclosure may vary 
somewhat from case to case "so long as it satisfies what is usual under the 
circumstances and indicates clearly the boundaries of the adverse occupancy." 
In our case, the fence that has been in the same location since the early 1970's clearly 
marks the boundary between Jean's property and the Johnson property. 
Additionally, Jean has paid the real property taxes due on the property each year since 
she has owned it on a lot basis meaning the "lot number exemption" would apply as defined in 
Roark v. Bentley, a 2004 Idaho Supreme Court case as follows: 
[T]his Court .. has fashioned several exceptions to the general rule which, when 
applied, have the effect of satisfying the tax requirement." Trappett, 102 Idaho at 
530-31. 633 P.2d at 595-96. The "lot number .. exception to the tax requirement 
states: 
[l]n the case of boundary disputes between contiguous landowners, 
where one landowner can establish continuous open, notorious and 
hostile possession of an adjoining strip of his neighbor's land, and 
taxes are assessed by lot number or by government survey 
designation, rather than by metes and bound description. payment 
of the taxes on the lot within which the disputed tract is enclosed 
satisfies the tax payment requirement of the ... statute. (italics 
mine) 
In Roark, the Court found that .. the plaintiffs adversely possessed the triangular portion of 
Lot 3 by paying taxes on Lot 4 because the land was described by a lot number on the tax 
assessment notice." These facts are strikingly similar to ours. In addition. Jean is the only one 
who has paid property tax on the cabin itself and Bonner County has assessed only Jean on this 
structure which, according to your clients' survey, is situated partially on Jean's Lot 24 and 
partialJy on your clients' Lot 27. 
Furthermore, because Jean claims ownership of the disputed parcel under both the 
theories of adverse possession and boundary by agreement, it is noteworthy that a very recent 
Idaho Supreme Court case (October 2008), Teton Peaks lnvestme1lf Co .. LLC v. Ohme declares 
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that "[ w ]hich party pays property tax on the disputed land is irrelevant to determining a claim 
based on boundary by agreement." 
Responsibilitv of purchasers of real property to conduct reasonable investigation 
While your clients were admittedly ignorant of the exact boundaries of their property and 
the adverse possession of their property by Jean at the time they purchased it from the Johnson's, 
this is not an adequate defense to Jean's claims of ownership as delineated in Neider v. Shaw. 
The new property owner in the Neider case, much like your clients, claimed she "had no notice 
of the [boundary by] agreement ... and therefore. cannot be bound by it." The Idaho Supreme 
Court upheld the lower court's ruling that they were bound by it, however: 
The district judge found that "Although the Plaintiff was unaware of any marked 
property boundaries, choosing instead to rely on the deeded description, even a 
casual observation of the parcel would have revealed improvements in the 
[disputed area]. Those improvements, i.e., fencing, pens, wood shed, driveway, 
garage, and a home ... should have put them on notice that someone claimed an 
inceresc in this propeny, regardless of what ihe survey later revealed:· 
At the time your clients purchased their property, Mary Pandrea, with Jean· s permission, 
was occupying the cabin and her occupation of the cabin was very evident. The privacy fence 
she had erected was in place along with a significant amount of decor and furnishings outside the 
cabin. Nellie Gilbertson's trailer was kept on the property at that time as well, in its location 
between the fence and cabin. Additionally. vehicles were regularly parked outside the cabin and 
could be seen driving in and out of the property on Jean's well-worn driveway. 
A 2008 Idaho Supreme Court case, Anderson v. Hayes Family Trust reiterated that "(o)ne 
who purchases property is put on notice of tide disputes that a reasonable investigation would 
reveal." Obviously, your client did not conduct a "reasonable investigation" prior to purchasing 
the Johnson property. If he had, he would have known that not only did the property not consist 
of 9.38 acres but also that a portion of the property had been adversely possessed for much 
longer than the requisite 20 years and that the Coleman's and Johnson's had created a "boundary 
by agreement". And, unfortunately for him, Stafford v. Weaver warns that "[o]nce there is an 
agreed upon boundary, the parties to the agreement are no longer entitled to the amount of 
property provided for in their deeds and must absorb the effect of any increase or decrease 
in the amount of their property as a result of the new boundary." 
Attorney's fees and costs awarded to party that prevails in frivolously pursued boundary 
dispute case 
The Idaho Supreme Court upheld the district court's awarding of attorney's fees to the 
defendants in Anderson v. Larsen. Although this case concerned the issue of a prescriptive 
easement, its principles apply to our case as well. The Court declared that .. [t]he Plaintiffs knew 
or should have known of [the] deficiency in their case as evidenced by a letter from Defendant's 
counsel to the Plaintiffs [outlining such]." The Court admonished that: 
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[C]ounsel for Plaintiffs should have known the relative law [sic] to prescriptive 
easements ... As such, the Court concludes that this lawsuit was brought and 
pursued without foundation. Therefore, reasonable attorneys fees are appropriate, 
and justice requires that the Plaintiffs bear the Defendants' cost of defending this 
lawsuit. It is utterly unfair to stick the Defendants with the costs of defending this 
suit when they did nothing wrong and were simply defending their property 
rights. (italics mine). 
Because the facts are what they are - clearly in Jean's favor- and you should know the 
relative law to both boundary by agreement and adverse possession, if your client pursues a 
lawsuit, it would be done, arguably, without foundation. 
The Teton Peaks Investment Co. case does concern a boundary by agreement issue and 
the Idaho Supreme Court in this matter awarded attorney's fees and costs to the party in Jean's 
position. The Court declared in this case with facts very similar to ours, that the Appellants bad 
"pursued [their] appeal unreasonably and without foundation in light of the long-standing law on 
issues of boundary by agreement." (italics mine) 
SUMMARYANDPROPOSAL 
As I am sure you and your client are aware, Jean's property and the cabin on it have a 
relatively low monetary value. However, to Jean, the value of this land that was given to her by 
her father is priceless. She considers it a piece of her father who so loved his land in the Pack 
River. 
It is Jean's assertion that the property where her cabin has been situated for nearly 38 
years, along with the property extending south from the cabin to the fence line is, in fact, her 
property. It has always been treated as such by both the Johnson's and Coleman's and those who 
have used and visited this cabin over the past 38 years. The fence line has divided the properties 
throughout this time and, until your client tore down a portion of the fence this past summer, was 
not a point of access between the properties. 
Jean has rightfully taken appropriate actions to protect her property. While she 
understands that your client is experiencing frustration because he did not end up with the extent 
of acreage that he believed he had purchased, she does not believe she should be held 
accountable for his carelessness. Accordingly, please advise your client that Jean will not: 
• Remove the .. No Trespassing" signs or the fence that has been reerected; 
• Allow Tim or Carol Baker to access her property; 
• Give up any portion of her property, including the section north of the fence line; 
• Agree to a monetary settlement of this matter. 
Jean believes under Idaho law that she has a very strong case under the theories of 
adverse possession and boundary by agreement as I have outlined in this letter. If you 
investigate the facts of this case more thoroughly, I am sure that you will agree. 
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Furthermore, Jean finds your clients' "collection" efforts absurd. As outlined in this 
letter, Jean does not believe your clients have legal standing to claim ownership of the property 
she has occupied for nearly 38 years. Therefore, be advised that Jean disputes in its entirety the 
validity of the so-called debt as contained in your letter to her of November 12, 2008. 
Jean proposes as a permanent solution that, rather than throwing good money after bad, 
your clients, instead, agree to allow Jean to bring an action to quiet title to the property north of 
the existing fence line. Should they agree to not oppose such action, Jean is willing to do so at 
her own expense. 
However, should your clients file suit against Jean, be advised that she will obtain 
counsel and defend her position. In that case, she will request payment of the attorney's fees and 
costs she incurs. Based upon the uncooperative and antagonistic approach your clients have 
taken in this matter, the nature and value of the property in dispute, and the facts that reveal that 
Jean has clearly adversely possessed this property and that there was a boundary by agreement 
for nearly 40 years, she believes it is very likely that the court would award such to her. 
Please advise how your clients wish to proceed. 
Very truly yours. 
cc: Jean Coleman 
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Terri Boyd-Davis 
12738 N. Strahom Rd. 
Hayden, ID 83835 
QUITCLAIM DEED 
For the consideration of ten dollars ($10.00) and other good and valn:tble consideration t11e 
receipt of which is hereby acknowledged to have been received, Jean Coleman, a single woman, 
hereinafter "Grantor," does hereby release and forever quitclaim unto Brian F. Davis and Terri 
Lynn Boyd-Davis, husband and wife, hereinafter "Grantee," whose address is 12738 N. Strahorn 
Road, Hayden, Idaho, and their heirs and assigns forever, all right, title and interest as to an 
undivided one-fourth interest that Grantor now has or may hereafter acquire in the following 
described real property situated in Bonner County, State ofldaho, to-wit: 
A parcel ofland located in Section 11, Township 59 North of Range 2 West of the 
Boise Meridian described as follows: 
Commencing at a point 1250 feet North and 25 feet East of the Southwest corner 
of the Southeast Quarter of Southeast Quarter of Section 11, Township 59 North 
of Range 2 West of the Boise Meridian; thence 40 feet East; thence 200 feet 
Southeasterly along the West boundary of Highway No. 130, being the true point 
of beginning; thence 450 feet Southeasterly along the West boundary of Highway 
No. 130; thence 225 feet West; thence Northwesterly to a point 130 feet West of 
said Highway; thence 130 feet East to the true point of beginning. 
TO HA VE AND TO HOLD, all and singular the said real property, together with all 
appurtenances, tenements, hereditaments, reversions, remainders, rents, issues, profits, rights-
of-way, and water rights in anywise appertaining to the real property herein described, as well 
in law as in equity, unto Grantee, and to their heirs and assigns forever. 
WITNESS the hands of said Grantor this~ of Q .,,_., '- 2 , 20 ~ 
I 
Je/c~G~ 
Acknowledgement on Following Page 
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STATE OF IDAHO ) 
Y.. ) SS. 
County of ~b ~ ) 
On tlris // "9ky of ~ , in the year of 2009, before me, 
1Y/?(,~ L· Ca.u, £C<5k\ ~OtafYPUblic, personally appeared JEAN COLEMAN, 
known ofientified to me to be the person whose name is subscribed to the within instrument, 
and acknowledged to me that she executed the same. 
My Appointment Expires: ~c:Pf~;/ 
(Seal or stamp above) 
* * * 
QUITCLAIM DEED - Coleman to Boyd-Davis 2 
102 
Stephen F. Smith 
P.O. Box C 
Sandpoint, ID 83864 
Terri Boyd-Davis 
12738 N. Strahorn Road 
Hayden, ID 83835 
(208) 659-5967 
Email: TerriBoydDavis@mac.com 
January 12, 2010 
RE: Baker/Coleman property dispute 
Dear Mr. Smith: 
Thank you for meeting with my husband, Brian Davis, and me on January 8 to discuss a 
potential resolution to the above-referenced matter. You indicated that your client wishes to 
bring closure to this dispute that is now in its second year. It seems to us that resolution is long 
overdue, and we are also hopeful it can be reached soon. 
As you are aware, there has been an ownership change to the Coleman property. At the 
time this dispute arose, the property adjoining your client's to the north was owned solely by my 
aunt, Jean Coleman. However, my husband and I are both now on title to the property. 
Therefore, I am no longer just Jean's supporter in this matter, I am a party as well. 
Brian and I had anticipated that you were going to propose a resolution during our 
meeting. However, you did not. Rather, you produced three affidavits that you believed to have 
factual information that could potentially change our position and the course of this action. As 
we discussed, these affidavits do not alter our position, however; we stand firm. The reason they 
do not change anything is because though these individuals made these sworn statements and 
claimed them to be true, the evidence shows they are-fact-deficient. During our meeting, I 
produced a few historic photos that showed that any information that could be considered 
relevant contained within the affidavits was incorrect. 
Proposed Resolution 
We came to the meeting equipped with our proposed resolution, the only one that makes 
any sense to us. As I explained to you, our proposal is a boundary line adjustment. We propose 
an adjustment to the boundary line that would extend Jean's property to the portion of the 
property she has occupied since 1970 - the area south of her cabin to the fence line. In our 
opinion, this is the only sensible solution. It is also what we would expect the outcome of a quiet 
title action to be since the facts, the evidence, and Idaho case law are all favorable to our 
position. 
As I have tried to convey from the beginning, the portion of the property in dispute is the 
primary part of the property that has ever b~en used by Jean, her guests and the various 
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occupants of the cabin over the years. The property north of the cabin and to the west is a 
wetland. It is not suitable for the erection of structures and, as you may know, wetland 
conservation is important to the environment. Accordingly, Jean has not utilized that portion of 
her property. She has allowed it to remain in its natural state rather than keeping it cleared as she 
has done with the property south of the cabin. Also, the driveway leading into the cabin is 
located south of the cabin as is the culvert over the gully, the only vehicular access to the 
property. To change any of this or move the cabin would be prohibitively expensive. It is for 
these reasons and the fact that this is the land my grandfather gave to Jean and which she 
treasures, that makes Jean resolute in her refusal to surrender this property. Brian and I support 
her wholeheartedly. 
On the other hand, we remain somewhat bewildered by the amount of money and energy 
your client has been willing to devote to this. We cannot fathom why this small piece of 
property could mean that much to him. His lot consists of over seven acres and has a great deal 
of unused space on it. The portion of his property that he does use is located on the southern 
half, a great distance from the fence line. Perhaps people with ulterior motives misled him but, 
hopefuily, he will be convinced that the "facts" provided by the affidavits you produced are not 
entirely accurate as evidenced by documentation I am providing with this letter. 
The first time I met Tim Baker, he told me he wanted a settlement from Jean. During our 
next encounter with him when my husband was re-erecting the portion of the fence your client 
had torn down, Tim claimed he has "all the money in the world" and that he would "take him for 
everything he's got." Attempts to bully me typically result in the opposite of the sought after 
effect. As I stated before and reiterate again, there will be no monetary settlement. Nothing 
warrants a settlement from Jean; she has done nothing wrong. That being said, we are willing to 
agree to absorb the costs associated with procuring a boundary line adjustment. 
Johnson's Affidavit 
I can understand why you may have been under the impression that the affidavits you 
produced would alter our position. The information contained in these affidavits differed from 
what I had asserted the facts of this case to be in my previous correspondence to you of 
November 21, 2008. Since one of the affidavits you gathered was from the predecessors of the 
Baker's property, Clifford and Joan Johnson, who presumably would know the history of the 
property perhaps as well as Jean, from your perspective, their statement must have seemed 
significant. However, as is apparent from the evidence I showed you, the Johnson's memories 
are lacking on a number of points. Most important may be their faulty recollection as to when 
Cliff may have erected a metal fence (the one that was on the property at the time the Baker's 
purchased it). The Johnson's also incorrectly believed that they owned their northernmost lot 
prior to when Jean acquired hers. Further, their assertion that "because of the underbrush," they 
could not see when Jean moved a cabin on the property is likewise faulty, not to mention that it 
is probable it was moved onto Jean's lot sometime prior to when the Johnson's acquired their lot 
adjoining Jean's. In the early 1970' s, as the e~idence shows and as I clearly recollect, there was 
no underbrush in that area. The view from Jean's cabin to the Johnson's property was clear and 
wide open. This is not just a case of "he said/she said" because the evidence supports our 
recollections and verifies that theirs are hazy at best. 
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Our position 
Specifically and very relevant to this case, the evidence supports our 
recollections/positions that: 
1) My grandparents deeded Jean her property on December 23,1970 (Bonner County 
Lot 24, Document #131005). 
2) My grandparents deeded the Johnson's their northernmost lot (the one adjoining 
Jean's) on September 3, 1971, nearly nine months after Jean acquired her property 
(Bonner County Lot 27, Document #156495). 
3) The wooden fence was in place when the Johnson's obtained their property in 
1971. 
4) My grandfather likely built the wooden fence though I am not sure anyone knows 
the specific details of its origins. 
5) A fence in the same location has divided the properties continuously since Jean 
first obtained her property in 1970. 
6) My grandfather intended that the property north of the fence line was to be Jean's. 
7) While Cliff Johnson may at some point have erected a metal fence where the 
wooden fence was previously located, he did not do so until sometime after 1993. 
The wooden fence has, in fact, been replaced by a metal fence, which remains on 
the property today. 
8) Since Jean first obtained her property, she has occupied the property north of the 
fence line and has cultivated it up to the fence line. 
9) The Johnson's never utilized any portion of the property north of the fence line. 
10) The Johnson's never gave "permission" to Jean to occupy the property north of 
the fence line. Jean occupied that portion of the property because that is the 
property her father gave to her. 
11) When the Baker's purchased the property from the Johnson's, a fence divided the 
properties. 
12) When the Baker's purchased their property, there was evidence that someone was 
using and occupying Jean's cabin. Mary Pandrea's privacy fence was in place, 
there was various decor around the outside of the cabin, a trailer was parked on 
the property situated between the cabin and the fence, and cars would drive in and 
out on the well worn driveway. 
13) There was no access road or easement from the Johnson's property onto the 
Coleman property during the entire time Jean owned her property .. It was only 
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when Tim Baker cleared out enough of the thick brush to create a road from his 
property onto Jean's and tore down a portion of the fence wide enough for him to 
drive a vehicle through that it became possible to traverse between the properties 
other than by climbing over, through or under the fence that divided the 
properties. 
14) No one was aware that the property line was somewhere other than the fence-line 
until Tim Baker had the property surveyed in 2007. 
Affidavits from Jean's sisters 
While the affidavits provided by Jean's sisters, Nellie Gilbertson and Mary Pandrea, were 
intended to support your client's case, it turns out they support Jean's position. Namely, Nellie 
states, "I never knew my father to use steel posts for any fences that he constructed relating to 
[the Johnson's northernmost lot that adjoins Jean's property]. He had plenty of cedar posts that 
he used for his permanent fencing." Mary states, "My father had an abundance of cedar on his 
160 acres of timberland which gave him a good source of cedar posts. He therefore used cedar 
posts for his fencing." As the evidence shows, the fence that divided the property was a wooden 
fence when the Johnson's acquired their lot adjoining Jean's, and it was still a wooden fence as 
late as 1993, perhaps later. 
That Nellie and Mary willingly provided these affidavits to support Tim Baker's cause is 
in itself interesting. They are not parties to the action. It has been my experience in my 25 years 
in the legal field that siblings are reluctant to get involved in such matters, and, typically, if a 
sibling is not a party, obtaining testimony that would be harmful to their family's position would 
only be possible through subpoena. Most siblings are not anxious to cause family discord. 
Unless, of course, the siblings have an ax to grind. 
As Brian and I mentioned to you, we have suspected that Nellie and Mary may have, in 
fact, been the impetus behind your client's aggressive behavior directed toward Jean. They are 
well known for stirring up trouble and spreading gossip. Nellie has been sore with Jean since 
Jean would not agree to grant Nellie a utility easement across her property a number of years 
back. Moreover, Mary was furious when she discovered in 2007 that Jean had named me in her 
will as an heir to the cabin property. At the time, Mary was residing in the cabin and must have 
hoped that it would someday be hers. 
Accordingly, we were not the least bit surprised that Mary and Nellie produced affidavits 
in support of your client in this matter. To be honest, we expected nothing less from them. As 
usual, they have turned out to be their own worst enemies. If your client were to decide to 
pursue this case through litigation and were to use them as his witnesses, it would not be difficult 
to establish their motives. 
. 
You should also be aware that I could produce affidavits from Jean's other sisters and 
myriads of other unrelated people who do not have the agenda that Mary and Nellie do. The 
other sisters (Ethel, Kari, Wilma) would be able to truthfully testify to facts in support of our 
case. Please let me know whether you would like affidavits from these sisters and I will secure 
them for you. 
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Evidence 
As you had requested, I am providing you with some evidence that supports our case and 
that exposes the inaccuracies in the three affidavits you were relying upon to support your 
client's position. These include: 
1) Photo of my sister, Deanna Boyd Barrett (now 46) and the Johnson's youngest 
daughter, Tracy, taken in approximately the summer of 1971or1972 while 
standing in the Johnson's pasture on the lot that adjoins Jean's. The Johnson's 
horses and dog can also be seen in this photo. Behind Deanna and Tracy is the 
wooden fence that divided the property at that time. Also quite apparent is the 
lack of undergrowth between the properties at that time and the clear view from 
the Johnson's property of Jean's property and cabin. Next to the cabin is our 
family's truck and camper. My parents slept in the camper while we children 
slept in the cabin, utilizing it as it was intended as a summer vacation property. 
2) Photo taken by Bob Kamp during the time he occupied the cabin. Bob created an 
entire album for Jean documenting the improvements he made to her property. At 
the bottom right edge of the photo is the corner of the cabin. In the background, 
the wooden fence dividing the properties is visible. This photo was taken during 
the time Bob lived in and improved the cabin and surrounding property ( 1993-
1998). Bob noted that the operator of the equipment being used in the photo to 
improve the property was the boyfriend of his daughter, Mollie. Mollie and her 
husband are friends of ours, and Mollie enjoys visiting the cabin as it holds many 
fond memories of good times spent with her father there. 
3) Photo taken in May 2007 showing the privacy fence erected by Mary. This is 
how the cabin looked at the time your client purchased his property. It is obvious 
someone claimed the property and was using it. Note how new the privacy fence 
looks. 
4) Photo of well-worn driveway on disputed portion of property. 
5) Photo of Nellie's trailer that she for years kept parked on the disputed portion of 
the property. It is depicted on Baker's survey as well. 
6) Photo of poster Mary tacked on the outside door to the cabin during the time she 
occupied it portraying the Pack River Valley. Jean's cabin on this poster is 
designated "Mugsy's Cabin" (see enlargement). Mugsy is what Mary calls 
herself. Interestingly, in her affidavit, Mary repeatedly refers to "Mugsy's cabin" 
as "the old log building." 
7) Photo of the inside of the cabin as it appeared during the years Mary occupied it 
(including during the time when the Baker's purchased their property). It sure 
looks like someone lived there, right down to the potty chair Mary kept in there 
for my grandmother's use. Mary kept it furnished and filled with her belongings 
year-round. 
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8) Photo of Nellie in front of the cabin with hanging flowerpot behind her. 
9) Photo of Mary and Nellie doing what they seemingly do best - treating one of 
their family members poorly. This time their sister, Kari was their victim. 
10) Photo showing remains of original wooden fence that divided the properties next 
to the current metal fence that replaced it. 
11) 1981 Survey for Jean L. Coleman & Clark Estate showing triangular "Tract C-II" 
(#249040). This survey shows the disputed triangular tract as a tract separate 
from both the Johnson's northernmost tract and Jean's tract. On this survey, 
Jean's lot is shown as "Tract C-I" and the triangular tract is designated as "Tract 
C-II." The portions of the property now owned by the Gilbertson's are designated 
"Tract-C" and "Tract-IV." The Johnson's lots are shown but have no 
designations. This survey is interesting. One surveyor who reviewed it suggested 
that "Tract C-II" may, in fact, be part of the description of both Jean's and the 
Johnson's deeds, an overlap if you will. If this is the- case, it would reveal an 
unintended error on my grandfather's part but would also help explain the 
confusion between the parties. Another surveyor suggested this may reveal that 
the surveyor was aware that the property was being used by someone other than 
the title owner, supporting our contention that Jean's period of adverse possession 
more than exceeds the statutory requirements. 
As I indicated to you in my previous letter, we have a great deal of evidence that supports 
our position. What I have provided herein is but a small sampling. Should your clients wish to 
confirm the information I have provided as to when Jean and the Johnson's first acquired their 
properties, they can do as I did and pay a visit to the Bonner County Recorder's Office and 
obtain copies of the deeds which are, of course, public record. 
I also thought I should expand on the statement I made to you during our meeting that I 
hesitate to provide too much evidence to you. My intention is not to prevent you or your client 
from better understanding the facts of the case or the history of the property. Rather, it is 
because I expect those with an agenda (namely, Mary Pandrea and Nellie Gilbertson and 
potentially your client as well) to "fashion" their facts based on what they believe our evidence 
to be. In other words, had I previously provided you with the photo of my sister and the 
Johnson's daughter in front of the wooden fence, I have no doubt that Mary and Nellie would 
have concocted another story in an attempt to dispute Jean's claims. Instead, their attempt to 
discredit our case blew up in their faces because they did not know I had evidence of the original 
wooden fence. Their testimony regarding my grandfather's use of wooden fences supports our 
position. With this in mind, I am withholding additional evidence that supports our claims in 
anticipation that should this case be litigated, we can prove perjury of false witnesses, if 
necessary. 
I reiterate that our position has not changed. Rather than repeat what I have explained 
previously, I refer you to my original letter dated November 21, 2008. I will state for the record 
that I have not lied about the facts so I have nothing to change. Moreover, while during our 
meeting, you had mentioned the fact that photos can be digitally enhanced and I realize that is 
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true, I also state for the record that I have not and would not alter the photographs. There is no 
need to do so. They support our position in their original form. If the Johnson's rummage 
through their old photographs, I imagine they could come up with some showing the same old 
wooden fence and clear view of Jean's cabin from their property. What they will not find are 
photos of a metal fence dividing the properties any time prior to the 1990's. 
Idaho law 
I believe it would be helpful if I reiterated Idaho case law that I outlined in my original 
letter. 
While Nellie, Mary and the Johnson's all assert that there was no express agreement 
establishing a boundary line between the properties, it is apparent from Idaho case law that the 
circumstances of this case provide a factual basis from which an agreement can be inferred. A 
2001 Idaho Supreme Court case, Griffel v. Reynolds provides the following: 
" •.. When no express agreement is shown, the agreed upon boundary must 
therefore be determined from the conduct of the parties, viewed in the light of the 
surrounding circumstances" .. . A long period of acquiescence by one party to 
another party's use of the disputed property provides a factual basis from which 
an agreement can be inferred. 
An agreement can be "[i]mplied by the surrounding circumstances and conduct of 
the parties, including erection of a fence or other demarcation, possession of the 
property up to the fence, and a period of acquiescence." ... (such an agreement 
may be presumed to arise between adjoining landowners where such right has 
been definitely defined by erection of a fence or other monument on the line 
followed by such adjoining landowners treating it as fixing the boundary for such 
length of time that neither should be allowed to deny the correctness of its 
location). (italics mine). 
A 2001 Idaho Supreme Court case, Stafford v. Weaver provides the following: 
The existence of an agreement may appear where the parties have erected a fence 
followed by treatment of the fence as the boundary. Allowing an adjoining 
landowner, without objection, to build improvements on the property is also 
evidence of an agreement. (italics mine). 
I am amused by assertions made in the affidavits that Jean never did certain things that 
are essential elements to prove either a boundary by agreement claim or an adverse possession 
claim. An actual understanding of how Idaho case law addresses these various elements reveals 
that Jean does meet the requirements. I will not bother to address them all in this letter, but one 
example would be that the fenee that has divided these properties for the past 40 years meets the 
definition of a "substantial enclosure." A 2002 Idaho Supreme Court case, Utter v. Gibbins 
addressed the question of what qualifies as being "protected by a substantial inclosure." 
LC. 5-210(1) requires "that land claimed by adverse possession be 'protected by 
a substantial inclosure. '" It is true that the character of the inclosure may vary 
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somewhat from case to case "so long as it satisfies what is usual under the 
circumstances and indicates clearly the boundaries of the adverse occupancy." 
(italics mine). 
I refer you to my previous letter wherein I addressed how Jean meets the "lot number 
exe111ption" regarding the payment of taxes on her property. As I am sure you are aware, there 
are also cases that would support Jean's assertion regarding her cultivation of and improvements 
made to her property. 
In my previous letter, I related that one of the consequences of purchasing property 
without first conducting a reasonable investigation is that the purchaser may not know what he 
has purchased. In this case, your client discovered he had not purchased 9.38 acres as he had 
thought, that the boundary line was not where he had originally thought it was, and he discovered 
that some of his property had been adversely possessed for nearly 40 years as a result of the 
implied boundary by agreement between the Johnson's and Jean. An Idaho Supreme Court case, 
Stafford v. Weaver warns that "[ o ]nee there is an agreed upon boundary, the parties to the 
agreement are no longer entitled to the a.mount of property provided for in their deeds and must 
absorb the effect of any increase or decrease in the amount of their property as a result of the 
new boundary." As I also discussed in my previous letter, the Idaho Supreme Court held in a 
2003 case, Neider v. Shaw that the new property owners were bound by the boundary by 
agreement established by the previous owners. 
An early Idaho case dating back to 1916, Trask v. Success Mining Co. speaks directly to 
our case and sums up our claim of title to the property. It states: 
There is very respectable authority holding that if a person takes possession of 
land under a mistake as to the true boundary line, believing it to be his own, 
claiming title to it, and so holding; the holding is adverse, and if continued for 
the requisite period of time, will give title by possession. 
Conclusion 
With the evidence I have provided in this letter, the fact that Idaho law supports our 
position, and the reasonable resolution I have proposed, I am hopeful that your client will agree 
to the boundary line adjustment. I look forward to working out the details of accomplishing such 
with you. 
Please let me know if you have any questions or if there is something else you may need. 
Thank you again for your time and assistance in resolving this matter. 
Very truly yours, 
Encls. 
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From: "Peggy Johnson, Steve Smith Law Office" <peggy@stevesmithlaw.com> 
Subject: Re: Baker/Coleman property dispute 
Date: April 16, 2010 10:31 :50 AM PDT 
To: Terri Boyd-Davis <terriboyddavis@mac.com> 
Ms. Davis, 
Thank you for your e-mail and pictures on April 15, 2010. However, at this time, Mr. and 
Mrs. Baker have decided that Steve will no longer be representing them and you may want 
to contact them directly. 
Thank you. 
Peggy Johnson, Paralegal 
From: Terri Boyd-Davis 
Sent: Thursday, April 15, 2010 6:23 AM 
To: steve@stevesmithlaw.com 
Subject: Baker/Coleman property dispute 
Dear Stephen: 
This is a follow up to the conversation at your office yesterday between you and my husband, Brian 
Davis, regarding the fence that was erected on our property (Coleman property) over the past month. 
I understand you were unaware that any fence had been erected and that while Brian was in your office, 
you attempted to reach your client, Tim Baker, to discuss the situation. I also understand that you 
informed Brian that you knew that Tim was currently in California. 
Our preliminary investigation has revealed that my aunts, Mary Pandrea and Nellie Gilbertson, as well as 
Mary's son, John Pandrea erected the fence and trespassed across our property in so doing. They also 
destroyed vegetation, tore down posts and no trespassing signs, and stole property belonging to us. We 
do not know at this point your client's involvement, if any, in these criminal activities. Without delay, we 
will be pursuing both criminal and civil actions against those involved. Therefore. if your client advises 
you that he was uninvolved and/or unaware of these activities. we would appreciate it if you would 
immediately inform us of this fact. As we had informed you the last time the fence that has stood on the 
disputed boundary line for 40 years was torn down in the late spring of 2009, we had originally believed 
your client had torn it down and we later discovered that Mary (my aunt) and John Pandrea (my cousin) 
had done so. Your client denied any knowledge or involvement at that time. 
This situation is becoming absolutely absurd! Please also immediately inform me as to whether your 
client still wishes to resolve the boundary dispute without court action. He has had ample time to 
respond to our January letter and we are not going to sit around and wait anymore while our property 
continues to be destroyed. This situation has gone on WAY too long. We are prepared to file a quiet 
title action at this time. 
For your information, I am sending some photos by separate email taken by Brian yesterday of the 
unsightly fence. 
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Overview: Terri Boyd-Davis emailed ~he Sheriff's Office regarding a property 
line dispute, the subsequent erection of a fence and the destruction of trees 
on the property. This is .an ongoing civil dispute. 
Narrative: On 04/19/2010, Lieutenant Lakewold asked me to investigate 
allegations or trespassing and malicious injury to property which had been 
reported via e-mail. 
On 04/20/2010, I spoke td Terri Body-Davis regarding two e-mails .she had sent to 
the Sheriff's Office. Boyd-Davis stated that her aunt, Jean Coleman, had 
quit-claimed Boyd-Davis and her husband, Brian Davis, onto the title of the 
property at 4.687 Upper Pack River Road. 
I contacted the Bonner County Assessor's Office and learned that the correct 
address of Boyd-Davis' property is 4670 Upper Pack.River Road. I advised 
Boyd-Davis of the address. 
Boyd-Davis explained that she has had an ongoing dispute (since 2008) with Tim 
Baker, the owner of the adjacent property at 4430 Upper Pack River Road. 
Boyd-Davis said that the principal argument is over the property line. 
Boyd-Davis stated that she was working with attorney Steven Smith, who had been 
representing Baker, to resolve the dispute. Boyd-Davis advised that she 
recently learned that Smith is no longer repre$enting Baker. 
Boyd-Davis added that she has had a long time feud with her aunt, Mary Pandrea, 
who lived in the cabin on the property for several years. .Boyd-Davis stated 
that Mary Pandrea had taken sides with Tim Baker. 
Boyd-Davis said that several property line fences had been erected, destroyed 
and re-erected since 2008. Boyd-Davis stated that she and her husband installed 
a "trail cam" on the property in June 2009. · Boyd-Davis included photographs 
with both of her e-mails. Boyd-Davis told roe that she wanted to have Mary 
Pandrea, John Pandre~ (Mary's son) , Jim G.ilbertson, Nellie Gilbertson and Tim 
Baker a~rested for trespassing and destruction of property. · Boyd-Davis advised 
that she has approximately. 900 photos of Baker, the Gilbertsons .and the Pandreas 
erecting a· fence and trespassing on Boyd-Davis' property. 
Boyd-Davis stated that on 04/19/2010, she filed a civil suit in Bonner County 
(Boyd-Davis v. l?andrea, Case No. CVl0-0703). Boy.ct-Davis said that she also· had 
a court date on 05/03/2n10 to g~t an injunction against Baker, the Gilbertsons 
and the Pandreas to prevent them from being on the property or doing any further 
work. 
I advised Boyd-Davis· that I would ·complete a report regard·ing the ongoing civil 
dispute and the allegations of trespass and malicious injury to property. I 
told Boyd-Davis that the civil suit would need to be resolved before the 
Sheriff's Office would be able to take.any·enforcement action because we have no 
way of knowing the correct property boundary lines. Boyd-Davis said that she 
did not ~ant any of the ~bove mentioned parties to be on the property at 4670 
Upper Parik River Road. I urged Boyd-Davis to telephone the Sheriff's Offic~ ir 
necessary and to avoid any confrontations regarding the property. 
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G~lbertson. I was also unable to reach Tim Baker. · I left a message with 
Stephen Smith asking him to have Baker phone me regarding the dispute. I was 
unable to locate a phone number for John Pandrea. 
On 04/21/2010, I spoke to Mary Pandrea~ I recorded the conversation and burned 
an audio CD of the conversation. Mary Pandrea insisted that the dispute was 
between Boyd-Davis and Tim Baker. Mary Pandrea stated that she was not involved 
in the dispute. Mary Pandrea said that Tim Baker had hired some "friends" to 
erect the fence. Mary Pandrea denied being involved in building the f~nce 
(although the.trail cam clearly shows her working on the fence}. I trespassed 
Mary Pandrea from 4670 Uppe~ Pack River Road. 
I found the following cases regarding the property and the involved parties; 
07-012227 Harassment (Deputy SwantstromJ 
08-015624 Civil Dispute (Deputy Mattingley) 
08-015644 Trespass (Deputy Flynn) 
09-009060 Other (Deputy Stella) 
09-013149 Obscene Conduct (Deputy Bauer) 
10-005410 Civil Dispute (Deputy Vachon) 
10-005535 Vandalism (Deputy Flynn) 
10-005720 Malicious Injury to Property (Deputy Wledebush) 
Attachments: 
Two e-mails from Terri Boyd-Davis (53 pages) 
Audio CD 
Report By: Dep.uty Mike Miracle 323 
Typed By: Deputy Mike Miracle 323 Thu Apr 22 16:58:33 PDT 2010/ejj 
Approved.By: Sergeant James Cotter Thu Apr 22 17:12:40 PDT 2010 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
TERRI BOYD-DAVIS and BRIAN F. 
DA VIS, husband and wife; and JEAN L. 









MARY PANDREA, an individual; 
TIMOTHY BAKER and CAROL 
BAKER, husband and wife; JAMES 
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Case No: CV2010-0703 
NOTICE OF MOTION AND 
PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR 
TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER AND PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 
COME NOW Plaintiffs, TERRI BOYD-DAVIS, BRIAN F. DA VIS, and JEAN 
L. COLEMAN ("Plaintiffs") and move this Court for entry of a Temporary Restraining 
Order Enjoining the Defendants, MARY PANDREA, TIMOTHY BAKER, CAROL 
BAKER, JAMES GILBERTSON, NELLIE GILBERTSON, JOHN PANDREA 
("Defendants"), or their officers, agents, servants, employees, attorneys and persons in 
active concert or participation with them and who have knowledge, either actual or 
constructive, from engaging in certain conduct directed toward the Plaintiffs or their 
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property commonly known as 4670 Upper Pack River Road, Sandpoint, Idaho and as 
identified as "Coleman Property" on the copy of the Survey of Tim Baker dated 
November 20, 2007 ("Baker Survey") attached as Exhibit "A" to the Affidavit of Jean L. 
Coleman submitted herewith (hereinafter referred to as "Coleman Property") . 
This Motion is based upon the authority provided under I.R.C.P. 65 and upon the 
Affidavits of Brian F. Davis, Terri Boyd-Davis and Jean L. Coleman submitted herewith. 
NOTICE RE HEARING ON TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER 
Plaintiffs' Motion for Restraining Order is scheduled for hearing on May 5, 2010 
at 3:00 p.m. Pursuant to I.R.C.P. 7(b)(3) this Motion and Notice of Hearing is to be 
served no later than fourteen (14) days prior to the time specified for hearing. Due to the 
unreasonable, malicious, and damaging actions taken by Defendants during the months of 
March and April and the ongoing actions of Defendants that have caused and continue to 
cause immediate and irreparable injury, loss and damage to Plaintiffs and property owned 
by Plaintiffs, the Coleman Property and the Disputed Property, this matter must be heard 
immediately. Pursuant to I.R.C.P. 6(b) and 7(b), this Court may alter the time prescribed. 
There is no prejudice to Defendants by altering the time period prescribed by Rule 
7(b)(3). I.R.C.P. 65(b) allows the granting of a temporary restraining order without 
written or oral notice if it clearly appears that immediate and irreparable injury, loss or 
damage will result to the applicant before the adverse party can be heard in opposition 
and the applicant certifies to the court in writing the efforts made to give the notice and 
the reasons why notice should not be required. 
Plaintiffs specifically move, pursuant to I.R.C.P. 65, that this Court restrain and 
enjoin Defendants and each of them as follows: 1) from entering upon the Coleman 
Property or the property in dispute in this lawsuit, such property identified as the 
triangular lot designated as "Disputed Property" on Exhibit "A" (Baker Survey) attached 
to the Affidavit of Jean L. Coleman submitted herewith (hereinafter referred to as 
"Disputed Property"); 2) from removing any plants, trees, dirt, debris, materials, or any 
object contained upon or within the Coleman Property or the Disputed Property 
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(collectively "The Property"); 3) from placing any artificial or natural materials or 
objects upon The Property or planting any plants upon The Property; 4) that Defendants 
remove all locks from the gates they have erected on The Property; 5) that Defendants 
remove all "No Trespassing" or other signs they have erected on The Property; and 6) 
that Defendants be refrained from harassing or intimidating Plaintiffs by their words or 
actions. 
Plaintiffs will request that such Temporary Restraining Order remain in place 
until such time as this Court can hear and rule on Plaintiffs' Motion for Preliminary 
Injunction and Injunction for Affirmative Relief. 
NOTICE RE HEARING ON PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 
Plaintiffs' Motion for Preliminary Injunction and Injunction for Affirmative 
Relief will be heard by this Court on June 9, 2010 at 9:15 a.m., the earliest date 
available, at which time plaintiffs will move this Court for a Preliminary Injunction to be 
issued against Defendants during the remaining course of this litigation to continue the 
restrictions of the Temporary Restraining Order and additionally to request affirmative 
relief requiring Defendants to remove the encroaching chainlink fence erected on the 
Disputed Property by Defendants during the months of March and April 2010. 
INTRODUCTION 
Plaintiffs filed a Complaint for Quiet Title and Injunctive Relief in this matter on 
April 19, 2010. On April 28, 2010 Plaintiffs filed their First Amended Complaint 
alleging causes of action for quiet title, adverse possession, boundary by agreement, 
trespass, timber trespass and requesting injunctive relief. 
As of the date of the filing of the instant motion, Plaintiffs are aware that service 
of process of the Summons and Complaint have been effected on the following 
defendants: 
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Defendant Date served Manner of service Date appeared in action 
Mary Pandrea 4/22/2010 Personal n/a 
Timothy Baker 4/22/2010 Personal n/a 
Carol Baker n/a n/a 
James Gilbertson n/a n/a 
Nellie Gilbertson 4/22/2010 Personal n/a 
John Pandrea n/a n/a 
STATEMENT OF FACTS 
1. On or about December 23, 1970, Plaintiff Jean L. Coleman ("Jean") 
became title owner of the Coleman Property, which had been deeded to her by her 
parents, Harry and Edith Clark. 
2. The Coleman Property was given to Jean as a gift from her parents and 
she considers it her heritage. It is the only piece of land she owns of the original Clark 
family property, her childhood home. Jean's parents had eight children and owned a 
significant amount of property in the Pack River Valley. Her parents deeded portions of 
their property to many of their children prior to Jean's father's death in 1975. 
3. Shortly after acquiring the Coleman Property, in 1971, Jean moved a 
quaint, historic log cabin built in 1876 ("Coleman Cabin") onto the property. The 
Coleman Cabin has remained in the same location ever since. It is rustic in nature and 
has no running water but it does have electricity, a phone line and an outhouse. 
4. Jean's permanent residence is and, since the 1960's, has been in Coeur 
d'Alene, Idaho. She has never lived on nor intended to live on the Coleman Property. 
She has used it primarily as a summer recreational property throughout the time she has 
owned it, although at times throughout the years, she has allowed people to live there on 
a year-round or part-year basis. Its primary purpose is as a place to escape from hectic 
everyday life and find refuge in the serenity of the country. 
5. On or about September 3, 1971, Jean's parents deeded the lot, ("Tax 
Lot 27''), which adjoins the Coleman Property to the south, to Clifford and Joan Johnson 
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("Johnson's"). The previous year, in 1970, the Johnson's had also acquired Tax Lot 25, 
the lot south of Tax Lot 27 from Jean's parents. The Johnson's home was located on the 
southern lot and, until they sold their property in 2007, they lived there year-round. 
6. At the time the Johnson's acquired Tax Lot 27, a wooden fence of the 
type Jean's father, Harry Clark, typically built and which is believed to have been built 
by him, divided the Coleman Property from the Johnson's Tax Lot 27. The fence was 
located on the "Existing Fence Line" as designated on Exhibit "A" (Baker Survey) 
attached to the Affidavit of Jean L. Coleman filed herewith. 
7. Jean understood that the wooden fence marked the boundary line of 
her property because that is what her father told her when he gave her the land. Jean has 
always treated the line where the wooden fence stood as the boundary line between the 
properties. Everyone else, including the Johnson's, have also always treated the Existing 
Fence Line as the boundary. Prior to 2008, no one has ever disputed that this was the 
boundary between the properties. 
8. At some point after 1993, the wooden fence was replaced by a metal 
fence. There has never been a time since Jean owned the Coleman Property when there 
was not a fence on the Existing Fence Line. 
9. On June 1, 2007, Defendants Timothy and Carol Baker ("Baker's") 
purchased Clifford and Joan Johnson's property, including Tax Lot 27, designated as 
"Baker Property" on Exhibit "A" attached to the Affidavit of Jean L. Coleman filed 
herewith. At the time the Baker's purchased the Baker Property, they believed they had 
purchased approximately nine acres of property from the Johnson's. 
10. During the late spring of2007, at the time the Baker's purchased the 
Baker Property, Jean's sister, Defendant Mary Pandrea ("Mary"), was, with Jean's 
permission, a part-time summer resident of the Coleman Cabin. From 2003 through 
2008, Mary resided in the Coleman Cabin on a part-time basis, and she kept furniture and 
other household items in the Coleman Cabin year-round. Mary's occupation of the cabin 
was evident. She had erected a privacy fence around the Coleman Cabin. She regularly 
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drove her car onto The Properties by way of the only road leading into the Coleman 
Property across the Disputed Property. She and her visitors parked their cars on the 
Disputed Property, and a trailer was kept parked on the Disputed Property. 
11. Sometime after the Baker's purchased the Baker Property, they had the 
property surveyed. On November 20, 2007, the survey was completed (Exhibit "A" to 
Affidavit of Jean L. Coleman filed herewith). The Baker's discovered, as a result of the 
survey, that their property had less acreage than they had originally believed. The survey 
also allegedly revealed that the Existing Fence Line was not the true boundary between 
The Properties. 
12. Plaintiffs were not aware that the Baker's had obtained a survey of 
their property. They were not informed that the Baker's disputed the boundary line until 
early September 2008. Jean's daughter, Cheri Slayton, on vacation from her home in 
Virginia, visited the Coleman Cabin . While there, she noticed that a portion of the fence 
had been cut down and she asked Jean about it. Although Jean's sister, Defendant Mary 
Pandrea, was residing in the Coleman Cabin at the time, Mary had not informed Jean that 
a portion of the fence had been tom down. 
13. On or about September 7, 2008, Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis ("Terri") 
and her mother, Ethel Boyd, were visiting at the Coleman Cabin when Defendant 
Timothy Baker ("Tim") drove his truck from the Baker Property through the area where 
the fence had been cut down onto the Disputed Property. Tim informed Terri and her 
mother that he had tom the fence down and that he had a survey that revealed that was his 
property. He informed them that he "was short two acres." He said he thought he had 
bought nine acres and ended up with seven. He said he "had a problem with Jean" and 
that he wanted a settlement from her. 
14. About this time, Jean told her sister, Mary, that it was time for her to 
move out of the Coleman Cabin. Mary became angry with Jean and has been angry with 
her since. Mary moved all her belongings from the cabin on or about September 21, 
2008, and she has not had Jean's permission to enter the Coleman Property since. 
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15. On or about September 10, 2008, Plaintiff Brian F. Davis ("Brian") 
and a few of his friends rebuilt the fence. While they were doing so, Tim confronted 
them, cursed at them and threatened them. He told them he was going to call the Sheriff. 
Brian erected "No Trespassing" signs along the fence line and at the entry to the 
driveway leading into the Coleman Property. 
16. On or about September 13, 2008, Terri called the Bonner County 
Sheriff to report Tim's trespassing activities and the tom down fence. Deputy Cliff 
Mattingly spoke with Terri and Brian and also with Tim that day. The deputy explained 
that it was a civil matter and told Plaintiffs that he would not cite Tim that day but could 
if he did it again. Tim told the deputy that he had an attorney and that his attorney had 
told him it was a civil matter and to not do anything. The deputy replied, "That's right." 
17. Tim's attorney, Stephen Smith, sent a certified letter to Jean dated 
October 2, 2008, attached as Exhibit "C" to Affidavit of Jean Coleman filed herewith. It 
stated that the Baker Survey "showed that a cabin and shed owned by [Jean], and the 
driveway leading to those structures encroach over onto the northern part of [the Baker's] 
property." The letter demanded that Jean remove the "No Trespassing" signs and the 
fence posts and wires within a week. It also stated that the Baker's would be willing to 
open a dialogue to achieve a permanent resolution "[f]or example [the Baker's] would be 
willing to discuss with you the ability to move [your cabin and shed] off the [Disputed 
Property]." At that point, Jean retained the services of attorney Susan Weeks to respond 
to the letter. 
18. Before Jean's attorney was able to respond to the letter, Baker's 
attorney sent another letter to Jean dated November 12, 2008, see Exhibit "D" to 
Affidavit of Jean L. Coleman. In this letter, the Baker's claimed Jean was trespassing 
and demanded payment of $4,800 from Jean based on their claimed value of $100 per 
day for "loss of use and enjoyment of the northern portion of their real property." They 
threatened to file a lawsuit if she did not "either pay the entire balance due or call to make 
arrangements for payment within 10 days." Jean forwarded the letter to her attorney, 
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Susan Weeks, and asked her to respond. Jean was unable to get confirmation from her 
attorney that she was going to respond within the 10-day deadline. Therefore, Jean asked 
her niece, Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis ("Terri") to respond on her behalf, and Jean 
discontinued the services of her attorney. On November 21, 2008, Terri faxed a letter to 
Baker's attorney. The letter disputed Baker's alleged "facts" and asserted Jean's rights to 
the Disputed Property under the theories of adverse possession and boundary by 
agreement. The letter offered a resolution to allow Jean to quiet title at her expense, see 
Exhibit "G" to Affidavit of Terri Boyd-Davis. 
19. Plaintiffs received no further communications from Baker or his 
attorney, so on February 2, 2009, Terri sent a follow-up email to Baker's attorney 
requesting a status update. Baker's attorney did not respond, and so Plaintiffs assumed 
the Baker's had dropped the matter. 
20. On or about June 6, 2009, Plaintiffs discovered that the fence had been 
tom down again and that their "No Trespassing" signs had been removed. Based on the 
previous incident, they assumed that Tim had tom them down. They, therefore, placed 
another call to Bonner County Sheriff to report the incident. Deputy Phil Stella came out 
to talk with them and then spoke with Tim. The deputy reported to the Plaintiffs that Tim 
claimed he had not tom the fence down and that he had no knowledge as to who was 
responsible for it. 
21. Rather than rebuilding the fence only to have it tom down again, 
Plaintiffs erected yellow tape across the tom down portion of the fence line and placed 
another "No Trespassing" sign alongside it. 
22. On June 11, 2009, by way of a Quitclaim Deed, Jean made Brian and 
Terri title owners along with her of the Coleman Property, see Exhibit "H" attached to 
Affidavit of Terri Boyd-Davis filed herewith. 
23. Shortly thereafter, Terri stopped at the office of Baker's attorney, 
Stephen Smith, to inform him that she was now on title to the Coleman Property and to 
discuss the boundary dispute. Mr. Smith shook his head, expressing dismay, when Terri 
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informed him that the fence had been tom down again. He informed her he was not 
aware that the fence had been tom down again. Terri told him she had thought because 
he had never responded to the letter she had sent him in November of the previous year, 
that the issue had been deemed settled. She informed him that she wished to reach 
resolution. 
24. In August 2009, Terri saw her aunt, Defendant Mary Pandrea. Mary 
triumphantly announced to Terri that her son, Defendant John Pandrea, had tom down the 
fence and the "No Trespassing" signs. 
25. Due to the trespassing and vandalism activities on the Coleman 
Property, Plaintiffs decided to put a motion-activated security camera on the Coleman 
Property, and they did so. Approximately every few weeks since that time, they check on 
the property and check the cameras for photos. 
26. In December 2009, Baker's attorney called Terri and asked if she 
would be willing to meet with him to discuss resolution of the case. Terri agreed to do 
so, and on January 8, 2010, Terri and Brian met with Mr. Smith at his office. During 
their meeting, Mr. Smith produced three affidavits he had gathered in support of his 
clients' position. Two of the affidavits were from defendants in this action, Mary 
Pandrea and Nellie Gilbertson ("Nellie"), both sisters of Plaintiff Jean Coleman. All 
three affidavits contained erroneous facts, and Terri produced photographs to Mr. Smith 
that revealed their alleged facts were either purposefully untruthful or a result of poor 
memory. Terri explained to Mr. Smith that her aunts, Mary and Nellie, were angry with 
other family members, that they had an agenda and were trying to cause harm to Jean. 
She stated she believed her aunts were the impetus behind his clients' case and that they 
were likely feeding him false historical information. Mr. Smith asked Terri if she would 
put together a statement along with evidence she had that he could present to his client. 
She agreed to do so and on January 12, 2010, she produced an 8-page letter outlining 
relevant facts and provided 11 pages of exhibits containing evidence in support of her 
facts. In her letter, she also proposed a resolution to the dispute. 
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27. Terri never received a response from Baker's attorney, so she sent him 
a follow up email asking for a status update and reiterating their desire to resolve the 
dispute. She did not receive a reply to the email. 
28. Plaintiffs have continued their regular checks on the Coleman 
Property. There had been no evidence of further damage or worrisome activities on the 
property since the camera was erected until March 2010. On March 8, 2010, Brian 
checked The Properties and everything appeared to be in order. Photos from the security 
camera revealed no unusual activity. 
29. On April 14, 2010, Brian visited The Properties and was shocked to 
discover excessive damage to The Properties, including a huge number of torn down 
trees, bull-dozed land, and the erection of an unsightly chainlink fence that destroys the 
natural, rustic beauty of the land and which hinders Plaintiffs' access into the Coleman 
Property and prohibits access to the Disputed Property. Plaintiffs' security cameras took 
over 900 photos during the months of March and April 2010 that reveal trespassing 
activities by Defendants and that clearly reveal Defendants, namely John Pandrea, Mary 
Pandrea, Nellie Gilbertson and James Gilbertson erected the fence and caused excessive 
damage to Plaintiffs' property. 
30. Plaintiffs have contacted the Bonner County Sheriff and provided 
evidence of the apparent crimes that were committed. The Bonner County Prosecutor is 
reviewing the report to determine if criminal charges can be pursued. The report notes 
that "the civil suit would need to be resolved before the Sheriffs Office would be able to 
take any enforcement action because we have no way of knowing the correct property 
boundary lines." It is, thus, essential that in order to allow the Sheriff to take action to 
prevent additional damage to The Properties that this court enter a Temporary Restraining 
Order. 
31. In fact, additional damage has been done to The Properties since April 
14, 2010. Brian returned to The Properties on April 19, 2010 and discovered that 
Defendants' activities on the Disputed Property have continued. They have begun 
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planting trees in areas of the Disputed Property that Plaintiffs had previously kept cleared 
for their use. 
ARGUMENT 
I. Plaintiffs are entitled to a temporary restraining order because Defendants 
have caused and will continue to cause irreparable injury, loss or damage to 
Plaintiffs and Plaintiffs' propertv if Defendants are not restrained. 
l.R.C.P. Rule 65(b) provides that: 
A temporary restraining order may be granted without written or oral 
notice to the adverse party or the party's attorney only if ( 1) it clearly 
appears from specific facts shown by affidavit or by the verified complaint 
that immediate and irreparable injury, loss or damage will result to the 
applicant before the adverse party or the party's attorney can be heard in 
opposition, and (2) the applicant's attorney certified to the court in writing 
the efforts, if any, which have been made to give the notice and the 
reasons supporting the party's claim that notice should not be required. 
The facts and evidence provided in the Affidavits of Plaintiffs filed herewith 
clearly reveal that Defendants have already caused irreparable injury, loss and damage to 
Plaintiffs and to The Properties. They have uprooted trees and used chain saws to cut 
down trees and destroy vegetation, they have dug up the land, they have erected an 
unsightly five-foot fence that destroys the rustic and natural beauty of the surroundings 
and which hinders Plaintiffs' access to and use of both the Disputed Property and the 
Coleman Property. The damage is extensive. Plaintiffs have been ousted by stealth from 
The Properties by the Defendants' actions, which evidence an obvious disregard for the 
rights of Plaintiff. With such a wanton attitude, there is no way to predict what other 
damage Defendants might do to The Properties if not restrained by Order of this Court. 
The Sheriff has indicated to Plaintiffs that it needs a civil court order before it can take 
any enforcement action against Defendants. Thus, an order restraining Defendants is 
necessary before Defendants can be heard in opposition. 
Plaintiffs are acting as their own attorney in this matter. Plaintiffs hereby certify 
that they sent notice of this hearing to all Defendants by U.S. Mail on April 30, 2010 at 
their last known addresses as follows: 
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Defendant Last known address 
Mary Pandrea 11616 S Chalet Dr., Cheney, WA 99004 
Timothy Baker 4430 Upper Pack River Road, Sandpoint, ID 83864 
Carol Baker 4430 Upper Pack River Road, Sandpoint, ID 83864 
James Gilbertson 4672 Upper Pack River Road, Sandpoint, ID 83864 
Nellie Gilbertson 4672 Upper Pack River Road, Sandpoint, ID 83864 
John Pandrea P.O. Box 1052, Mountain View, HI 96771 
Plaintiffs have also posted notice of the hearing on the encroaching fence built by 
Defendants in an obvious location next to Defendants' "No Trespassing" sign. Further, 
Plaintiffs certify that because Defendants' actions have been so destructive and must be 
stopped, and because Plaintiffs have been notified by agents of the Bonner County 
Sheriff that an Order of the Court is necessary to allow the sheriff to intervene, notice to 
Defendants should not be necessary prior to the issuance of a Temporary Restraining 
Order from this Court. 
Plaintiffs shall proceed at the hearing scheduled on June 9, 2010 at 9:15 a.m., 
pursuant to l.R.C.P. 65( e ), to move this Court for entry of an Order for Preliminary 
Injunction requesting that the restraints requested by issuance of the Temporary 
Restraining Order continue throughout the course of this litigation. Plaintiffs shall at that 
time additionally move the Court, for entry of an Order for Preliminary Injunction for 
Affirmative Relief to cause Defendants to remove the encroaching chainlink fence, 
including all posts and cement, and all other materials used in the erection of the fence 
that was erected on The Property during the months of March and April 2010. 
II. A temporary restraining order is necessary to preserve the Disputed 
Property in statu quo pending the litigation. 
states: 
The Idaho Supreme Court case of Gilbert v. Elder, 65 Idaho 383, 389 (1943) 
Where the title and possession of real estate is in litigation and each of the 
litigants claims the same, upon a proper showing, an injunction pendente 
lite will be granted to preserve the land in statu quo pending the litigation. 
Under [what is currently I.R.C.P. 65(e)(2)] it is provided that an injunction 
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may be granted when it appears by the complaint or affidavit ... that the 
commission or continuance of some act during the litigation would 
produce waste to the land in controversy. 
To preserve the land in statu quo in the instant case would be to leave the land 
open and accessible, with the boundary fence in place and no other, just as the land has 
stood since 1970 until Defendants removed the boundary fence and erected the 
encroaching chainlink fence in March and April 2010, preventing Plaintiffs from using 
and enjoying their property as they have done for the past 39 years. 
If the encroaching chainlink fence is permitted to remain on the property, the land 
will not be preserved in statu quo pending the litigation. 
III. Defendants acted willfully and maliciously in halting the pending resolution 
of this property dispute and resorting instead to forceful self-help, which is 
strongly disfavored in Idaho, and which now requires court intervention to 
prevent the ongoing harmful activities of Defendants. 
A recent Idaho Supreme Court decision issued April 2, 2010, Weitz v. Green, 
040210 IDSCCI, 33696 states: 
This Court strongly disfavors the resort to forceful self-help in resolving 
property disputes .... Making a bold physical attempt to gain, or regain, 
possession or control of a real property interest, by demolishing or 
erecting gates or fences, bulldozing land, etc., results in no strategic 
advantage. Instead, passions become inflamed, positions become 
entrenched, damages are exacerbated rather than mitigated, and the parties 
end up spending far more money in litigation than their supposed interest 
was worth to begin with. Attorneys who counsel their clients to engage in 
self-help, without being certain that the respective rights and 
responsibilities have been settled, do their clients a disservice. Clients 
who ignore the advice of counsel and take matters into their own hands do 
themselves a disservice. In short, parties who attempt to solve a property 
dispute through their own forceful action do so at their own peril. 
In this case, this is exactly what the Defendants have done. In the instant case, 
"self-help" first began in August 2008 when Defendant Timothy Baker tore down a 
section of the boundary fence and it culminated in March and April 2010 when 
Defendants Mary Pandrea, John Pandrea, Nellie Gilbertson, James Gilbertson and others 
working in concert with them, trespassed onto Plaintiffs' Property and the Disputed 
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Property and erected the encroaching chainlink fence while using heavy equipment to 
tear out and destroy trees and other plants on The Property and tear up the land. 
In the Weitz case, like ours, a suit had not yet been filed with the court at the time 
the Appellants erected the fence on the disputed property. Appellants, much like 
Defendants in the instant case, knew at the time that they decided to resort to "self-help" 
that negotiations for settlement were pending. The Supreme Court noted that Appellants 
"were not committing an innocent mistake in re-entering the property, cutting down 
vegetation, and erecting a fence. They had notice ... that the property was in dispute ... 
[W]e hold that [Appellants] acted willfully and intentionally." The Supreme Court found 
Appellants were, therefore, liable for treble damages. 
Likewise, in our case, Defendants' commissions of these acts were not done in 
ignorance or innocence. Rather, the acts were wanton, deliberate, malicious, and 
unreasonable. Defendants Bakers had obtained an attorney in 2008 and Defendants were 
aware that resolution was pending. In an apparent attempt to gain a strategic advantage, 
Defendants resorted to "self-help". It would be an obstruction of justice to reward 
Defendants for their malevolent actions. Justice demands that Defendants be enjoined 
from further trespassing upon the Disputed Property while this case is in litigation and 
requires an Order enjoining Defendants remove the encroaching chainlink fence from 
The Property. To allow the encroaching chainlink fence to remain as erected during the 
course of this litigation would be to reward Defendants' spiteful and unlawful acts. 
IV. A temporary restraining order is appropriate because if Defendants' actions 
are not restrained, they will be given the principal relief they seek in advance 
of the trial of the cause. 
What Defendants are obviously principally interested in is quieting title in the 
Disputed Property to Defendants Bakers and excluding Plaintiffs from using or accessing 
the property, which Plaintiffs have claimed, used, and enjoyed for 39 years. Although 
Defendant Baker's had an attorney who was in communication with Plaintiffs in an 
attempt to resolve this dispute, Defendants decided to circumvent proper legal channels 
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to acquire exclusive use and access to the Disputed Property by furtively erecting the 
encroaching chainlink fence. By doing so, they have purposely and maliciously 
completely barred Plaintiffs from not only the use of the Disputed Property but also from 
accessing the Coleman Property. 
To allow the encroaching approximately 300 feet of five-foot post chainlink fence 
to remain as erected during the course ofthis litigation would be to reward Defendants' 
spiteful and unlawful acts. And its effect would be to give Defendants the relief they 
seek without bringing the cause to trial, something that Idaho courts disfavor. The Idaho 
Supreme Court stated in Gilbert v. Elder, Id at 387 that: 
Neither plaintiff nor defendant should be given the principal relief sought 
in advance of the trial of the cause. As this court in Rowland v. Kellogg 
Power & Water Co., 40 Idaho 216, 225, 233 P. 869, held: 
"A temporary injunction will not usually be allowed where its effect is to 
give the plaintiff the principal relief he seeks without bringing the cause to 
trial, neither should a preliminary injunction be dissolved (nor stayed, we 
think) where its effect would be such as to give the defendant the relief he 
seeks without bringing the cause to trial." 
As already discussed in Section II above, Idaho courts favor that the land be 
preserved in statu quo pending the litigation. To accomplish both preserving the land in 
in statu quo pending the litigation and to avoid giving Defendants the principal relief they 
seek, particularly in light of their stealthy and malicious actions, a Preliminary Injunction 
for Affirmative Relief requiring that Defendants remove the encroaching chainlink fence 
during the pendency of this litigation is appropriate and necessary. 
CONCLUSION 
Because of the previous and continued attempts by Defendants to deny Plaintiffs 
access to the Disputed Property they have used and enjoyed for 39 years as well as the 
Coleman Property and because of the extensive previous and confirmed damage 
Defendants have carried out and continue to carry out on The Property, Plaintiffs herein 
request a Temporary Restraining Order. Pursuant to rules governing the issuance of a 
Temporary Restraining Order, Plaintiffs are entitled to granting of this request. 
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WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs, pray for a Temporary Restraining Order to be in 
effect until Plaintiffs' Motion for Injunction is heard as hereinafter provided: 
1. That the Court impose a Temporary Restraining Order mandating 
Defendants refrain from entering upon the Coleman Property or the Disputed Property; 
2. That the Court impose a Temporary Restraining Order mandating 
Defendants refrain from removing any plants, trees, dirt, debris, materials, or any object 
contained upon or within the Coleman Property or the Disputed Property; 
3. That the Court impose a Temporary Restraining Order mandating 
Defendants refrain from placing any artificial or natural materials or objects upon The 
Property or planting any plants upon the Coleman Property or the Disputed Property; 
4. That the Court impose a Temporary Restraining Order mandating 
Defendants remove all locks from the gates they have erected on The Property, or in the 
alternative, that Plaintiffs may remove all locks from gates erected by Defendants on The 
Property; 
5. That the Court impose a Temporary Restraining Order mandating 
Defendants remove all "No Trespassing" or other signs they have erected on The 
Property, or in the alternative, that Plaintiffs may remove all '"No Trespassing" signs 
erected by Defendants on The Property; 
6. That the Court impose a Temporary Restraining Order mandating 
Defendants refrain from harassing or intimidating Plaintiffs by their words or actions; 
7. That at such time as the Motion for Injunctive Relief is heard by this 
Court, that this Court continue the Orders imposed by the Temporary Restraining Order; 
8. That at such time as the Motion for Injunctive Relief is heard by this 
Court, that this Court impose an Order for Affirmative Relief requiring Defendants to 
remove the encroaching chainlink fence erected by Defendants during the months of 
March and April 2010 on the Disputed Property. 
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9. That the Court finds that in light of Defendants' stealthy and malicious 
actions requiring Plaintiffs to bring this motion, that $100 is deemed to be sufficient 
security to be paid by Plaintiffs to issue the requesting restraining orders and preliminary 
injunction pursuant to the requirements ofl.R.C.P. 65(c). 
10. That this Court award attorneys' fees and costs related to this Motion and 
enforcement thereof, pursuant to Idaho Code Sections 6-202, 12-120, 12-121, or as 
otherwise applicable, as appropriate. 
11. That this Court provide for such other and further relief as the Court may 
deem appropriate. 
DATED this 32 ~y of __ hp--+-. _rv-_l_· __ , 2010. 
PLAINTIFFS IN PRO SE: 
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I, Brian F. Davis, swear under oath that: 
Case No: CV2010-0703 
AFFIDAVIT OF BRIAN F. DA VIS 
IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS' 
MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER AND 
PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 
1. I am one of the Plaintiffs in this action. I submit this affidavit in support 
of our motion for a temporary restraining order and preliminary injunction in this action. 
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10. On at least a monthly basis, we have continued our regular checks on the 
Coleman Property. Everything has been in order up through my visit on March 8, 2010. 
11. On April 14, 2010, I visited the Coleman Property and was shocked to 
discover excessive damage to the property, including tom down trees, some cut with 
chain saws, that I estimate to number in the hundreds, the land has been bull-dozed, 
personal property of ours has been removed, and an unsightly five-foot post chainlink 
fence that completely destroys the natural, rustic beauty of the land has been erected. 
This fence is extremely obtrusive; I estimate it to be approximately 300 feet or more of 
fencing. The chainlink fence prevents us from parking our vehicles on the property and 
provides no room to turn vehicles around. It prohibits large vehicles, such as sewer pump 
trucks or my camper, from entering the property. Due to the destruction and removal of 
trees, privacy has been severely compromised. The serenity and peacefulness of the 
property has been destroyed. Attached hereto as Exhibit "A" are true and correct photos 
of the property showing how it appeared prior to March 2010 and how it now appears 
since the chainlink fence has been erected. 
12. Our security cameras captured much of the activities that resulted in the 
destruction to the property. The photos reveal that, of those we can recognize, the 
following individuals trespassed on our property and were involved in the destruction of 
it: Tim Baker, Mary Pandrea, John Pandrea, Nellie Gilbertson and James Gilbertson. 
Mary, in particular, and Nellie to a lesser degree appear in the photos to be giving 
directions to those working. The photos reveal that John Pandrea, Mary's son, did the 
bulk of the work. There are other people in the photos who we do not know and are 
presently unable to identify. True and correct copies of some of the photographs taken by 
the security camera are attached hereto as Exhibit "B." 
13. While I was visiting the property that day, Mary Pandrea, walked over to 
the property and placed a chain and lock on one of the gates that had been erected. She 
sneered at me and took photographs of me. True and correct photographs I took of Mary 
locking the gate are attached hereto as Exhibit "C." 
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14. The day I discovered the damage to the property, I stopped at the office of 
Tim's attorney and spoke with Mr. Smith. He was surprised these activities had occurred 
and he appeared dismayed. He told me he knew that Tim Baker was currently at his 
home in California. He tried to reach Tim by phone but was unsuccessful. 
15. I returned to the Coleman Property on April 19, 2010 and discovered that 
damage to the property has continued. Trees are now being planted on portions of the 
property that is in dispute and that has been used and claimed as part of the Coleman 
Property for over 39 years. True and correct copies of photographs I took with my 
camera on April 19, 2010 are attached hereto as Exhibit "D." 
16. 
DATEDthis 3o day of b/L 
Subscribed and Sworn to me 
this~dayof~ ,2010 
4 1 {..?CL t'.&WcunLVJ 
~~ TARY PUBLIC FOR · 0 :e<;'-°'-
Residing at: t\o._,rde'"-
My Commission E£pires: l d.. l& l \ \ S---
Affidavit of Brian F. Davis 
'2010. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
TERRI BOYD-DA VIS and BRIAN F. 
DA VIS, husband and wife; JEAN 
COLEMAN, an individual 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
MARY PANDREA, an individual; 
TIMOTHY BAKER and CAROL BAKER, 
husband and wife; JAMES GILBERTSON 
and NELLIE GILBERTSON, husband and 
wife; JOHN P ANDREA, an individual; 
and DOES 1-50, inclusive, 
Defendants. 
NO. CV-2010-00703 
ANSWER AND COUNTERCLAIM OF 
DEFENDANT P ANDREA 
I. ANSWER 
COMES NOW the Defendant, Mary Pandrea, and answers the Plaintiffs' Complaint as 
follows: 
1. In answering paragraph 1 of Plaintiffs' Complaint, Defendant Pandrea denies that 
the real property refereneed in this paragraph is commonly known as 4687 Upper 
Pack River Road, Sandpoint, Idaho. Defendant Pandrea is without sufficient 
information to admit or deny the remaining allegations in this paragraph and, 
therefore, denies the same. 
2. In answering paragraph 2 of Plaintiffs' Complaint, this allegation is not directed to 
this answering Defendant and, therefore, Defendant Pandrea denies the same. 
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3. In answering paragraph 3 of Plaintiffs' Complaint, this allegation is not directed to 
this answering Defendant and, therefore, Defendant Pandrea denies the same. 
4. In answering paragraph 4 of Plaintiffs' Complaint, Defendant Pandrea admits the 
same. 
5. In answering paragraph 5 of Plaintiffs' Complaint, Defendant Pandrea admits the 
same. 
6. In answering paragraph 6 of Plaintiffs' Complaint, this allegation is not directed to 
this answering Defendant and, therefore, Defendant Pandrea denies the same. 
7. In answering paragraph 7 of Plaintiffs' Complaint, this allegation is not directed to 
this answering Defendant and, therefore, Defendant denies the same. 
8. In answering paragraph 8 of Plaintiffs' Complaint, Defendant Pandrea admits the 
same. 
9. In answering paragraph 9 of Plaintiffs' Complaint, no response is required to this 
allegation from this Defendant. 
10. In answering paragraph IO of Plaintiffs' Complaint, Defendant Pandrea does not 
have nor has claimed to have any ownership interest in any of the real property 
which is the subject matter of Plaintiffs' complaint. 
11. In answering paragraph 11 of Plaintiffs' Complaint, this allegation is not directed 
to this answering Defendant and, therefore, Defendant Pandrea denies the same. 
12. In answering paragraph 12 of Plaintiffs' Complaint, no response is required to this 
allegation from this Defendant. 
13. In answering paragraph 13 of Plaintiffs' Complaint, Defendant Pandrea admits the 
same. 
14. In answering paragraph 14 of Plaintiffs' Complaint, Defendant Pandrea admits the 
same. 
15. In answering paragraph 15 of this matter Defendant does not have sufficient 
knowledge to admit or deny this allegation and, therefore, Defendant Pandrea 
denies the same. Furthermore, the allegations in paragraph 15 of Plaintiffs' 
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Complaint contain legal conclusions to which no response is required. To the 
extent a response is required, Defendant Pandrea denies the same. 
16. In answering paragraph 16 of Plaintiffs' Complaint, no response is required to this 
allegation from this Defendant. 
17. In answering paragraph 17 of Plaintiffs' Complaint, Defendant Pandrea does not 
have sufficient knowledge to admit or deny this allegation as she has no interest 
and has not claimed any interest in the property which is the subject matter of this 
lawsuit and, therefore, Defendant Pandrea denies the same. 
18. In answering paragraph 18 of Plaintiffs' Complaint, Defendant Pandrea does not 
have sufficient knowledge to admit or deny this allegation as she has no interest 
and has not claimed any interest in the property which is the subject matter of this 
lawsuit and, therefore, Defendant Pandrea denies the same. 
19. In answering paragraph 19 of Plaintiffs' Complaint, this allegation is not directed 
to this answering Defendant and, therefore, Defendant Pandrea denies the same. 
20. In answering paragraph 20 of Plaintiffs' Complaint, this allegation is not directed 
to this answering Defendant and, therefore, Defendant Pandrea denies the same. 
21. In answering paragraph 21 of Plaintiffs' Complaint, no response is required to this 
allegation from this Defendant. 
22. In answering paragraph 22 of Plaintiffs' Complaint, Defendant Pandrea denies the 
same. In answering paragraph 23 of Plaintiffs' Complaint, Defendant denies the 
same. 
23. In answering paragraph 24 of Plaintiffs' Complaint, Defendant Pandrea denies the 
same. 
24. In answering paragraph 25 of Plaintiffs' Complaint, Defendant Pandrea denies the 
same. 
25. In answering paragraph 26 of Plaintiffs' Complaint, Defendant Pandrea denies the 
same. 
26. In answering paragraph 27 of Plaintiffs' Complaint, Defendant Pandrea denies the 
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same. 
27. In answering paragraph 28 of Plaintiffs' Complaint, no response is required to this 
allegation from this Defendant. 
28. In answering paragraph 29 of Plaintiffs' Complaint, this allegation is not directed 
to this Defendant and, therefore, Defendant Pandrea denies the same. 
29. In answering paragraph 30 of Plaintiffs' Complaint, Defendant Pandrea denies the 
same. 
30. In answering paragraph 31 of Plaintiffs' Complaint, Defendant Pandrea denies the 
same. 
31. In answering paragraph 32 of Plaintiffs' Complaint, Defendant Pandrea denies the 
same. 
II. AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 
Defendant Pandrea alleges the following affirmative defenses: 
1. This Defendant has no ownership interest and has not claimed any ownership 
interest in any of the real property which is the subject matter of this lawsuit. 
2. Plaintiffs have named an improper party. 
3. Plaintiffs have asserted a cause of action against this answering Defendant which 
has no basis in law and fact in violation of IRCP 11 and this Defendant is entitled 
to an award of sanctions including, but not limited to, attorney fees and costs. 
4. Plaintiff has failed to state a claim upon which relief can be granted. 
5. Defendant Pandrea reserves the right to amend her Answer as discovery continues. 
III. COUNTERCLAIM 
Mary Pandrea, by and through counsel, submits the follo\Vi.ng counter-claim: 
A. FACTS 
1. The Plaintiffs have submitted themselves to the jurisdiction of this Court. 
2. Mary Pandrea has no ownership interest and claims no ownership interest in 
the real property described in Plaintiffs' complaint as the Coleman Property. 
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2. Mary Pandrea has no ownership interest and claims no ownership interest in 
the real property described in Plaintiffs' complaint as the Coleman Property. 
3. Mary Pandrea has no ownership interest in the real property described in 
Plaintiffs' complaint as the Baker Property. 
4. Mary Pandrea has not claimed any ownership interest in the real property 
described in the Plaintiffs' complaint as the Baker Property. 
5. Mary Pandrea has no ownership interest in the real property described in the 
Plaintiffs' complaint as the Disputed Property. 
6. Mary Pandrea has not claimed any ownership interest in the real property 
described in the Plaintiffs' complaint as the Disputed Property. 
7. Mary Pandrea has not asserted claim of any nature regarding a boundary 
dispute with the Plaintiffs or any of the other parties to this lawsuit. 
8. Mary Pandrea is not the owner of the fence referred to as the Dog Kennel 
Fence in Plaintiffs' complaint. 
9. The fence referred to as the Dog Kennel Fence in Plaintiffs' complaint is not 
located on any real property owned by the Defendant, Mary Pandrea. 
10. Plaintiffs' complaint serves to harass and maliciously injure the Defendant, 
Mary Pandrea. 
11. The allegations and claims raised by Plaintiffs against this Defendant are not 
supported in fact or warranted under existing law and cannot be supported by a good faith 
extension, modification or reversal of existing law. 
12. Plaintiffs' conduct is a violation of Idaho Code 12-123 and IRCP Rule 11. 
13. As a direct and proximate result, Defendant has incurred and will continue to 
incur damages including attorney fees in defending this action. 
WHEREFORE, Mary Pandrea asks the Court for the granting of the following relief 
against the Plaintiffs: 
1. For an order dismissing Plaintiffs' Complaint against this Defendant with 
prejudice. 
ANSWER AND COUNTERCLAIM OF DEFENDANT PANDREA - 5 
157 
2. For costs of suit together with such attorney fees as are allowed by law 
including Idaho Code 12-123 and IRCP Rule 11. 
3. For such other relief as this Court deems just and equitable. 
WORKLAND & WITHJ~R~ON, PLLC 
) 
,_c/'0 
es A. McPhee, ISB No. 5593 
Attorney for Defendant Mary Pandrea 
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JAMES A. MCPHEE 
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714 Washington Mutual Building 
601 West Main A venue 
Spokane, WA 99201 
(509) 455-9077 
Attorneys for Defendant 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
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V. 
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husband and wife; JAMES GILBERTSON 
and NELLIE GILBERTSON, husband and 
wife; JOHN P ANDREA, an individual; 
and DOES 1-50, inclusive, 
Defendants. 
TO: CLERK OF THE COURT; and 
NO. CV-2010-00703 
NOTICE OF APPEARANCE 
TO: The Plaintiffs, Terri Boyd-Davis, Brian Davis and Jean L. Coleman: 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that Mary Pandrea does hereby appears in the above-
entitled action on by and through James A. McPhee of Workland & Witherspoon, PLLC and 
that notice of all subsequent proceedings, except process, is to be served upon the undersigned 
at the address given below. 
DATED this /Ofh day of May, 2010 
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COMES NOW, Defendants JAMES GILBERTSON and NELLIE GILBERTSON 
appearing through their counsel of record Toby McLaughlin of the law firm Berg 
McLaughlin, Chtd., in answer to the allegations in Plaintiffs' First Amended First Amende 
Complaint, allege as follows: 
1.1 In response to paragraph 1 of Plaintiffs' First Amended First Amende 
Complaint, the answering Defendants are without knowledge or information sufficient to form 
belief as to the truth of paragraph 1 of the First Amended Complaint and therefore deny th 
same. 
1.2 In response to paragraph 2 of Plaintiffs' First Amended First Amende 
Complaint, the answering Defendants admit. 
1.3 In response to paragraph 3 of Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint, the answerin 
Defendants admit. 
1.4 In response to paragraph 4 of Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint, the answerin 
Defendants admit. 
1.5 In response to paragraph 5 of Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint, the answerin 
Defendants admit. 
1.6 In response to paragraph 6 of Plaintiffs ' First Amended Complaint, the answerin 
Defendants are without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth o 
paragraph 6 of the First Amended Complaint and therefore deny the same. 
1.7 In response to paragraph 7 of Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint, the answerin 
Defendants admit that the Coleman Property and the Baker Property share a common boundary 
and that the survey referenced therein identifies the fence line at issue in this case. Th 
answering Defendants deny that the fence line has ever marked the boundary between th 
properties. The answering Defendants deny any remaining allegations therein. 
1.8 In response to paragraph 8 of Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint, the answerin 
Defendants admit that the Coleman Property and the Gilbertson Property share a generally north 
south common boundary, and that a gully lies to the west of the Coleman Property. Th 
answering Defendants deny any remaining allegations therein. 
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1.9 In response to paragraph 9 of Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint, the answerin 
Defendants admit. 
1.10 In response to paragraph 10 of Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint, th 
answering Defendants incorporate the responses to the above allegations as if set forth full 
herein. 
1.11 In response to paragraph 11 of Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint, th 
answering Defendants admit that Defendants Pandrea, Gilbertson, and Does have no right, titl 
or interest in the Disputed Property, but deny that Defendants Baker lack property rights to th 
Disputed Property. The answering defendants deny that the Plaintiffs are entitled to a judgmen 
of the Court quieting title in their favor. 
1.12 In response to paragraph 12 of Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint, th 
answering Defendants deny that the gully referenced therein establishes the boundary lin 
between the properties. Rather, the answering Defendants own the property described in thei 
vesting deed, and the Plaintiffs have no right to any of that property, regardless of where th 
gully is located. 
1.13 In response to paragraph 13 of Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint, th 
answering Defendants admit that the Plaintiffs are seeking a determination of property rights, bu 
deny that their claims have any merit. 
1.14 In response to paragraph 14 of Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint, th 
answering Defendants incorporate the responses to the above allegations as if set forth full 
herein. 
1.15 In response to paragraph 15 of Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint, th 
answering Defendants admit. 
1.16 In response to paragraph 16 of Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint, th 
answering Defendants admit. 
1.17 In response to paragraph 17 of Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint, th 
answering Defendants admit that the Plaintiffs have occasionally used the Disputed Property fo 
recreation with the permission of the then current owners of the Baker Property, and deny th 
remaining allegations in paragraph 1 7. 
1.18 In response to paragraph 18 of Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint, th 
answering Defendants deny. 
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answering Defendants deny. 
1.20 In response to paragraph 20 of Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint, th 
answering Defendants deny. 
1.21 In response to paragraph 21 of Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint, th 
answering Defendants deny. 
1.22 In response to paragraph 22 of Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint, th 
answering Defendants deny. 
1.23 In response to paragraph 23 of Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint, th 
answering Defendants admit that the cabin was moved into the boundary between the Colem 
Property and the Disputed Property. The answering Defendants deny that the Disputed Propert 
has been used as a year-round and part time residence for Plaintiffs, and deny the remainin 
allegations therein. The answering Defendants also affirmatively assert that the alleged use b 
the Plaintiffs as set forth in paragraph 23 is insufficient to establish a claim for advers 
possession or boundary by agreement. 
1.24 In response to paragraph 24 of Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint, th 
answering Defendants incorporate the responses to the above allegations as set forth fully herein. 
1.25 In response to paragraph 25 of Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint, th 
answering Defendants admit to the existence of the road leading to the Disputed Property, an 
admit that the Plaintiffs have used said road sporadically to reach their property, but deny tha 
Plaintiffs have an easement over that portion of the road that lies within the Disputed Property. 
The answering Defendants affirmatively allege that the Plaintiffs' use of said road has been wit 
the express and/or implied permission of the owners of the land upon which the road is located. 
As to any other allegations therein, the answering Defendants are without knowledge o 
information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of paragraph 16 of the First Amende 
Complaint and therefore deny the same. 
1.26 In response to paragraph 26 of Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint, th 
answering Defendants admit that the Plaintiffs have used the road sporadically and infrequentl 
to access their property, but deny the remaining allegations therein. 
1.27 In response to paragraph 27 of Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint, th 
answering Defendants deny. 
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answering Defendants admit that the Plaintiffs have used the road sporadically to access thei 
property, but deny the remaining allegations therein. 
1.29 In response to paragraph 29 of Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint, th 
answering Defendants deny. 
1.30 In response to paragraph 30 of Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint, th 
answering Defendants incorporate the responses to the above allegations as set forth fully herein. 
1.31 In response to paragraph 31 of Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint, th 
answering Defendants admit to having walked upon the Disputed Property with the permissio 
of its owners, the Bakers, and deny the remaining allegations in paragraph 31. 
1.32 In response to paragraph 32 of Plaintiffs' First Amended 
answering Defendants admit to having walked upon the Disputed Property with the permissio 
of its owners, the Bakers, and deny the remaining allegations in paragraph 32. 
1.33 In response to paragraph 33 of Plaintiffs' First Amended 
answering Defendants deny. 
1.34 In response to paragraph 34 of Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint, th 
answering Defendants admit to having received notice that Plaintiffs are erroneously claimin 
ownership of the Disputed Property, and that Plaintiffs have wrongfully attempted to exclude th 
answering Defendants from access thereto. The answering Defendants are without sufficien 
knowledge to admit or deny the remaining allegations therein, and therefore deny the same. 
1.35 In response to paragraph 35 of Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint, 
answering Defendants admit to having walked upon the Disputed Property with the permissio 
of its owners, the Bakers, and deny the remaining allegations in paragraph 35. 
1.36 In response to paragraph 36 of Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint, th 
answering Defendants deny. 
1.37 In response to paragraph 37 of Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint, th 
answering Defendants incorporate the responses to the above allegations as set forth fully herein. 
1.38 In response to paragraph 38 of Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint, th 
answering Defendants deny. 
1.39 In response to paragraph 39 of Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint, th 
answering Defendants deny. 
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1.41 In response to paragraph 41 of Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint, th 
answering Defendants assert that the Disputed Property is owned by the Bakers. Consequently 
the removal of the fence is not within the answering Defendants' control. The answerin 
Defendants deny using or threatening to use or interfere with the Plaintiffs use of the Colem 
Property 
1.42 In response to paragraph 42 of Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint, th 
answering Defendants deny. 
1.43 In response to paragraph 43 of Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint, th 
answering Defendants deny. 
















answering Defendants deny, and assert that the inclusion of a request for punitive damage 
without having received leave from the Court is a violation of Idaho Code § 6-1604. 
II. AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 
In response to the Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint, the Defendants JAME 
GILBERTSON and NELLIE GILBERTSON plead the following affirmative defenses: 
2.1 Plaintiffs' use of the Gilbertson Property and the Easement road (as those terms 
are defined in the First Amended Complaint) has, at all times until very recently, been with the 
express and/or implied permission of the owners of said property, thereby defeating Plaintiffs' 
claims for adverse possession and prescriptive easement. 
2.2 Plaintiffs' claims against the Defendants may be barred in whole or in part by the 
statute of frauds. 
2.3 Plaintiffs' claims against Defendants are barred by the doctrine of unclean hands, 
waiver and/or estoppel. 
2.4 Any injuries or damages that Plaintiffs may have sustained, all of which are 
expressly denied, were caused or contributed to by the culpable conduct, fault, negligence and/or 
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1 strict liability of third persons and or the Plaintiffs over whom the Defendants had no control or 
2 right of control. 
3 2.5 Defendants reserve the right to assert additional affirmative defenses as warranted 
4 by ongoing discovery. 






















3.1 Paragraphs 1.1 through 2.5 are hereby incorporated by reference as though full 
set forth herein. 
3.2 Counterclaimants JAMES GILBERTSON and NELLIE GILBERTSON acquire 
the Gilbertson Property (as that term is defined in paragraph 3 of the First Amended Complaint 
filed herein) in 1983 by means of the Warranty Deed attached hereto as Exhibit A. 
3.3 The Plaintiffs/Counter-Defendants have asserted an ownership interest in tha 
portion of the Gilbertson Property which lies east of the Dividing Gully (as defined in paragrap 
8 of the First Amended Complaint) and west of the Coleman Property (as defined in paragraph 1 
of the First Amended Complaint). 
3.4 Counterclaimants Gilbertsons are the legal owners of all of the land described i 
their Warranty Deed, and are entitled to a judgment from the court quieting title in their propert 
to the Gilbertsons. 
WHEREFORE, Counterclaimants Tim and Carol Baker requests the following relief: 
1. That the Plaintiffs' /Counterdefendants' claims be dismissed with prejudice, costs 
to Plaintiff; 
2. A decree quieting title to Counterclaimants Tim and Carol Baker in the Disputed 
Property; 
3. Compensatory damages in the amount to be proven at trial; 
4. An award of costs and reasonable attorneys fees to Defendants/Counterclaimants; 
5. An award of prejudgment and post-judgment interest; and 
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DATED this (Cf ~ay of May, 2010. 





A meys for Defendants/Counterclaimants Baker 
8 
9 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
10 
11 
2010, I caused copies of the foregoing document to be served by the On May 
12 




Brian F. Davis 
14 hi-~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~==~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 












Jean L. Coleman 
12738 N. StrahomRd. 
Hayden, ID 83835 
Plaint(ffe 
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WARRANTY DEED 
FOR VALUE RECEIVED, BANK OF IDAHO, N.A. , an Idaho 
Corporation in Trust, according to the provisions as more 
particularly set forth in that certain Deed of Trust dated 
th~ 7th day of February, 1975, the Granter, does hereby 
GRANT, BARGAIN, SELL and CONVEY unto JAMES GILBERTSON and 
NELLIE GILBERTSON, husband and wife, of P.O. Box 7~0, 
Spruce Grove, Alberta, Canada ~OE-260, the Gr~nteeF the 
following describ~:d real property situate in tiu.i Cc...•unty 
of &cnner, State ,lf I-iaho, to-wit: 
LEGAL DESCRJ.PTION AT'l'ACHED AS EXHIBIT "A" 
.... . . ~ .. 
~~· E ,\5 SUBJECT TO any question that may arise due to the shifting . -1 l'l d h . . h f . CU r-.l f'f an c ang1ng ln t e course o Pack River:. 
E! ... ,1~ SUBJECT TO right of the State of Idaho in and to that 
<(~' '- portion of the property herein describe?d which lies below 
~1 I the line of ordinary high w~ter of the Pack River. 
u:J SUBJECT TD an easement anct conditions contained therein 
·as\ conveyed from Bank of Idaho, Inc., '!'rust Department to 
- ~ ~ General Telephone Company of the Northwest for a buried 
ill'\.~ telephone cable recorded September 26 and October 21, 1975, 
Si i~ as Instruments Number 169954 and 169957, records of Honner 
'?fi.~ County, Idaho. 






r. """"'• ., ;t ~ t' -a:· '-' 
·~ ff\. 
r · ·~' 
SUBJECT TO a reservation =ontained in that l'larranty 
Deed executed by Bank of Idaho, Trustee N/A Harry Clark in 
!~vc~ o! Senner Co~nry 1 Trl~ho rP.corded September 30, 1980, 
Instrument No. 233525, in Book 195 of Deeds, Page 258, 
records of Bonner County, Idaho, as follows: 
TOGETHER WITH aJI rights of access between the riqht-
of-way described in Schedule A amJ the remaininq contiguous 
real property belonging to the Grantor. 
TOGETHER WITH all and singular tne t:.enement.~, inH .,;,cti t-
ments, and appurtenances thereto belonging or in anywise 
appertaining. 
AND the above named Granter does hereby covenant Lh.:it 
the above described premises are free from all encumbrances 
and that it will warrant and defend the above premises a<Jainst 
all claims and demands whatsoever, EXCEPT such riqht:>, ealoe-
ments, covenants, re::.crictions and health or zoning rt:gulations 
as appear of record or use upon the premises. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Gr9ntor has hereunto Sfft its 
author izeo siqnat··re on the .,..,...~day oi August, 1983. 
WARRhNTY DEED 
Page -1-
BANK OF IDAHO, ;.i~~ 'l'rustec 
of the ,J?rry ~_,/anu J·;1lth i..;. ~lJrk 
.I // / } ./ /~ ' ' 
\ By /._/{/. ·''f/ ....(,£,"VC--_·~--






STATE OF IDAHO 
SS. 257 County of Ada 
......,..( 
On this ,_,.. - day of August, 1983, before me, the under-
signed Notary PuLllc, personally appeared A.C. Peck, known 
to me to be the Sr. Vice-President of Ti·usts foe the Bank 
of idahu, N.A., as Trustee of the Harry F • .:rnd Edith g. Clark 
1'rust, the cot·poration that executed such instrument, and 
acknowledged to me th.:it such corporation execut~d the same. 
WAHRAN'l'Y ui:;.;o 
Pcl']e -2-
Mail to: James Gilbertson 
.l?.O. Box 780 
Spruce Grove, Id be r ta 
Canada, TOE-~ 
~ '-P 




A tract of land located in Section 11, Township S9 
North, Range 2 West, Baine Meridian, Bonner County, 
Idaho, more fu.lly described as follows: 
Commencing at the Southeast. corner of said 
.section 11; thence North B9°52'4d" West along the 
South line of said section 11 a ~~stance of 900.00, 
feet; thence North 00°07 'l €'' East a distance of 
150.00 feet to the point of beginning; thence South 
1°lB'23n West a distance of 35.83 feetf thence South 
99°52'44" East a distance of 104.77 feet.; thence North 
00°58'54" East a distance of 301.39 feet; thence North 
38°52'29 11 West a distance of 519.75 feet; thence South 
89°52'44 .. East a distance of 102.56 feet; thence North 
41°08 1 48 11 West a distance of 332.86 feet; thence North 
26°28'16" West a distance of 126.61 feet to the South 
right-of-way of Pac,k River County Road; "thence along 
the South right-of-way of said road in a Southwesterly 
direction to the mean high water line of Pack River; 
thence Southerly along the mean high water line of said 
Pack River to a point that is North 45°00'00" West of 
the point of beginning; thence South 45°00'00" East a 
dis~ance of 790.00 feet, more or lea~, to the point of 
beginning; 
EXCEPTING THEFEFROM any portion lyiny wlthin that property 
conveyed tu Bonner County by warranty Deed, recorded 
September 30, 1980, Instrument No. 233525, Recorda of Bonner 
County, Idaho~ 
SUBJECT TO AND TOGETHER WITH a 30.0 foot road easement 
tlS.O feet each side of the center1in~) th~ ~~nte:liu: 
being described as follows: 
Commencing at the Southeast corner of said Section 11; 
thence North 89°52'44" West a distance of 900.00 feet; 
thence North 00°07'16• East a dietance of lS0.00 feet; 
thence North 45°00'00" w~st a distance of 456.40 feet to ~ne 
point of beginninq; thence North 45°C0 1 00• Eaat a dietanc:e 
of 116.26 feet1 thence around a curve to tne left ~1th a 
radius of 182.91 feet a distance of 225.49 feet: thence 
North 25°37'55" West a distance of 456.12 feetr more or lesa, 
to the South right-of-way of Pack River Co~nty Road. 
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WORKLAND & WITHERSPOON, PLLC 
601 West Main A venue, Suite 714 
Spokane, WA 99201 
(509) 455-9077 
Attorneys for Defendant Pandrea 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
TERRI BOYD-DA VIS and BRIAN F. 
DA VIS, husband and wife; JEAN 
COLEMAN, an individual 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
MARY P ANDREA, an individual; 
TIMOTHY BAKER and CAROL BAKER, 
husband and wife; JAMES GILBERTSON 
and NELLIE GILBERTSON, husband and 
wife; JOHN P ANDREA, an individual; 
and DOES 1-50, inclusive, 
Defendants. 
NO. CV-2010-00703 
DEFENDANT MARY PANDREA'S 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND COUNTERCLAIM 
I. ANSWER 
Defendant Mary Pandrea answers the Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint as follows: 
1. Defendant Pandrea is without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 
allegations in paragraph 1 and, therefore, denies the same. 
2. The allegations in paragraph 2 are not directed to Defendant Pandrea and, as 
such, no response is required. 
3. The allegations in paragraph 3 are not directed to Defendant Pandrea and, as 
such, no response is required. 
4. Admit. 
5. Admit. 
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6. Defendant Pandrea is without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 
allegations in paragraph 6 and, therefore, denies the same. 
7. Defendant Pandrea admits that the Coleman Property and the Baker Property 
share a common boundary, but is without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 
remaining allegations and, therefore, denies the same. 
8. Defendant Pandrea admits that the Coleman Property and the Gilbertson 
Property share a common boundary, but is without sufficient information to form a belief as 
to the remaining allegations and, therefore, denies the same. 
herein. 
9. Admit. 
FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 
QUIET TITLE 
10. Defendant Pandrea realleges each preceding response as if fully set forth 
11. Defendant Pandrea does not claim to have, and has never claimed to have, any 
ownership interest in any of the real property that is the subject matter of Plaintiffs' First 
Amended Complaint. 
12. Defendant Pandrea does not claim to have, and has never claimed to have, any 
ownership interest in any of the real property that is the subject matter of Plaintiffs' First 
Amended Complaint. 
13. The allegations in paragraph 13 of Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint do not 
require a response; to the extent a response is required, the allegations are denied. 
herein. 
SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 
ADVERSE POSSESSION 
14. Defendant Pandrea realleges each preceding response as if fully set forth 
15. Defendant Pandrea is without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 
allegations in paragraph 15 and, therefore, denies the same. 
16. Defendant Pandrea is without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 
DEFENDANT MARY PANDREA'S ANSWER TO 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND COUNTERCLAIM - 2 
173 
allegations in paragraph 16 and, therefore, denies the same. 
17. The allegations in paragraph 17 are not directed to Defendant Pandrea and/or 
contain legal conclusions to which no response is required; to the extent a response is 
required, denied. 
18. The allegations in paragraph 18 are not directed to Defendant Pandrea and/or 
contain legal conclusions to which no response is required; to the extent a response is 
required, denied. 
herein. 
THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION 
BOUNDARY BY AGREEMENT 
19. Defendant Pandrea realleges each preceding response as if fully set forth 
20. Defendant Pandrea is without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 
allegations in paragraph 20 and, therefore, denies the same. 
21. Defendant Pandrea is without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 
allegations in paragraph 21. However, since Defendant Pandrea does not claim to have, and 
has never claimed to have, any ownership interest in any of the real property that is the 
subject matter of Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint, she denies the allegations in paragraph 
21. 
22. The allegations in paragraph 22 are not directed to Defendant Pandrea. To the 
extent a response is required, since Defendant Pandrea does not claim to have, and has never 
claimed to have, any ownership interest in any of the real property that is the subject matter of 
Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint, she denies the allegations in paragraph 22. 
23. Defendant Pandrea is without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 
allegations in paragraph 23 and, therefore, denies the same. 
herein. 
FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
EASEMENT 
24. Defendant Pandrea realleges each preceding response as if fully set forth 
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25. Defendant Pandrea is without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 
allegations in paragraph 25 and, therefore, denies the same. 
26. The allegations in paragraph 26 are not directed to Defendant Pandrea. To the 
extent a response is required, since Defendant Pandrea does not claim to have, and has never 
claimed to have, any ownership interest in any of the real property that is the subject matter of 
Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint, she denies the allegations in paragraph 26. 
27. The allegations in paragraph 27 are not directed to Defendant Pandrea. To the 
extent a response is required, since Defendant Pandrea does not claim to have, and has never 
claimed to have, any ownership interest in any of the real property that is the subject matter of 
Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint, she denies the allegations in paragraph 27. 
28. The allegations in paragraph 28 are not directed to Defendant Pandrea. To the 
extent a response is required, since Defendant Pandrea does not claim to have, and has never 
claimed to have, any ownership interest in any of the real property that is the subject matter of 










FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
TRESPASS 







SIXTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
TIMBER TRESPASS 
37. Defendant Pandrea realleges each preceding response as if fully set forth 
DEFENDANT MARY PANDREA'S ANSWER TO 






SEVENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
INJUNCTION AND ORDER REQUIRING REMOVAL OF FENCE 





II. AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 
Defendant Pandrea alleges the following affirmative defenses: 
1. Defendant Pandrea does not claim to have, and has never claimed to have, any 
ownership interest in any of the real property that is the subject matter of Plaintiffs' First 
Amended Complaint. 
2. Defendant Pandrea is not a coterminous owner to any of the real property that 
is the subject matter of Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint. 
3. Defendant Pandrea has not asserted a right to use the real property that is the 
subject matter of Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint. 
4. Defendant Pandrea, who is not the owner of the dominant or servient estate, 
has not asserted the existence of any easement to access any of the real property that is the 
subject matter of Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint. 
5. Defendant Pandrea is not a proper party. 
6. Plaintiffs have asserted causes of action against Defendant Pandrea which have 
no basis in law and fact in violation of IRCP 11 and Idaho Code 12-123. Defendant Pandrea 
is therefore entitled to an award of sanctions including, but not limited to, attorney fees and 
costs. 
DEFENDANT MARY PANDREA'S ANSWER TO 
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7. Plaintiff has failed to state a claim upon which relief can be granted. 
8. Defendant Pandrea reserves the right to amend her Answer and assert 
additional affirmatice defenses as discovery continues. 
III. COUNTERCLAIM 
Defendant Mary Pandrea, by and through counsel, submits the following 
counterclaim: 
1. The Plaintiffs have submitted themselves to the jurisdiction of this Court. 
2. Mary Pandrea has no ownership interest in the real property described in 
Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint as the Coleman Property. 
3. Mary Pandrea has not claimed any ownership interest in the real property 
described in Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint as the Coleman Property. 
4. Mary Pandrea has no ownership interest in the real property described in 
Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint as the Baker Property. 
5. Mary Pandrea has not claimed any ownership interest in the real property 
described in the Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint as the Baker Property. 
6. Mary Pandrea has no ownership interest in the real property described in the 
Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint as the Disputed Property. 
7. Mary Pandrea has not claimed any ownership interest in the real property 
described in the Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint as the Disputed Property. 
8. Mary Pandrea has not asserted a claim of any nature regarding a boundary 
dispute with the Plaintiffs or any of the other parties to this lawsuit regarding the real property 
described in Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint as the Coleman Property, the Baker 
Property or the Disputed Property. 
9. Mary Pandrea has not asserted a claim of any nature regarding an easement on 
real property described in Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint as the Coleman Property, the 
Baker Property or the Disputed Property. 
10. Mary Pandrea is not the owner of the dominant or servient estate regarding the 
easement on real property described in Plaintiffs First Amended Complaint. 
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11. Mary Pandrea did not remove any plants or trees from the real property 
described in Plaintiffs First Amended Complaint as the Coleman Property, the Baker 
Property or the Disputed Property. 
12. Mary Pandrea did not destroy any plants or trees on the real property described 
in Plaintiffs First Amended Complaint as the Coleman Property, the Baker Property or the 
Disputed Property. 
13. Mary Pandrea is not the owner of the fence described in Plaintiffs' First 
Amended Complaint as the Dog Kennel Fence. 
14. The fence described in Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint as the Dog Kennel 
Fence is not located on any real property owned by Mary Pandrea. 
15. Plaintiffs' Complaint and Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint serve to harass 
and maliciously injure Mary Pandrea. 
16. The allegations and claims raised by Plaintiffs against Mary Pandrea are not 
supported in fact or warranted under existing law and cannot be supported by a good faith 
extension, modification or reversal of existing law. 
17. Plaintiffs' conduct is a violation ofldaho Code 12-123 and IRCP Rule 11. 
18. As a direct and proximate result of Plaintiffs' acts andJor omissions, Mary 
Pandrea has incurred and will continue to incur damages including attorney fees in defending 
this action. 
WHEREFORE, Mary Pandrea asks the Court to grant her the following relief against 
the Plaintiffs, jointly and severally: 
1. An Order dismissing Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint against Defendant 
Pandrea with prejudice. 
2. An award to Defendant Pandrea from Plaintiffs of costs of suit together with 
such attorney fees as are allowed by law, including those allowed by Idaho Code 12-123 and 
IRCP Rule 11. 
3. For such other relief as this Court deems just and equitable. 
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DATED this 20th day of May, 2010. 
WORKLAND & WITHERSPOON, PLLC 
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JAMES A MCPHEE 
WORI<LAND & WITHERSPOON, PLLC 
601 West Main Avenue, Suite 714 
Spokane, WA 99201 
(509) 455-9077 
Attorneys fo1· Defendant Pandrea 
IN THE DISTRlCT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
ST ATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
TERRI BOYD·DA VIS and BRIAN F. 
DA VIS, husband and wife; JEAN 
COLEMAN, an individual 
Plaintiffs, 
v. 
MARY P ANDREA. an individual; 
TIMOTHY BAKER and CAROL BAK.ER. 
husband and wife; JAMES GILBERTSON 
and NELLIE OlLBERTSON, husband and 
wife; JOHN P ANDREA, an individual; 
and DOES 1-50, inclusive, 
Defendants. 
NO, CV-2010-00703 
STIPULATION AND ORDER OF 
DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE 
Plaintiffs and defendant Mary Pandrea stipulate that Plaintiffs' cJaims against 
defendant Mary Pandrea, and defendant Mary Pandrea's counterdaim against Plaintiffs, may 
be dismissed with prejudice and withom costs or attorneys' fees to any party. 
Dated: May l±f , 2010. 
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POO/GOO ~ HOOdS~3HlIM ONVl~~OM 
ZOIO JUN _q A II: 31 
ORQER OF DISMISSAL tlfJ 
THIS MATTER having come on for hearing in open court 'e~!E~t:etlO'n .of the 
Plaintiffs and defendant Mary Pandrea and the Court being fully advise~,~--~ 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that PJaintiftS' claims against defendant Mary Pandrea 
and defendant Mary Pandrea's counterclaim against Plaintiffs are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and wit out costs ro;;~rty. 
Dated; ~l 2010. 
Approved as to Fom1: 
Notice of Presentment Waived: 
Brian F. Davis 
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t;>00/800 f2l HOOdS83HlIM OHVl~HOM 
ll06 5517 605 xv~ 68:8L OLOl/Sl/50 
P00/1700 fl! 
ORDER OF DISMISSAL 
THIS MATTER having come on for hearing in open court on stipulation of the 
Plaintiffs and defendant Mary Pandrea and the Court being fully advised in the premises, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Plaintiffs' claims against defendant Mary Pandtea 
and defendant Mary Pandrea's counterclaim against Plaintiffs are hereby dismissed with 
prejudice and without costs to either party. 
Dated: __________ _, 2010. 
JUDGE/COURT COMMISSIONER 
Presented by: Approved as to Fonn: 
WORKLAND & WITHERSPOON, PLLC Notice of Presentment Waived: 
By=-~-~~~~~~~~~ 
James A McPhee, ISB No. 5593 
Attorneys for Defendant Pandrea 
y McLaughlin, ISB No. 7405 
Attomeys for Defendants Baker 
an.d Gilbertson 
STIPULATION AND ORDER 
OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE - 2 
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Terri Boyd-Davis 
Brian F. Davis 
Jean L. Coleman 
12738 N. Strahom Rd~ 
Hayden, ID 83835 
Telephone: 208-659"5967 
EmaU: terriboyddavis@me.com 
Plaintiffs In Pro Se 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE. OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
TERRI BOYD-DA VIS and BRIAN F. ) Caso No: CV2010-0703 
DA VIS1 husband and wife; and JEAN L. ) 




MARY P ANDREA, an individual; 
TIMOTHY BAK.ER and CAROL 
BAKER, husband and wife; JAMES 
GILBERTSON and NELLIB 
G1LBERTSON1 husband and wife; JOHN 















ORDER RESTRAINING ENTRY 
ONTO DISPUTED PROPERTY 
BY DEFENDANTS MARY . 
PANDREA, NELLIE Gfi,BERTSON 
AND JAMES Gll.BERTSON 
Plaintiffs' Motion for Temporary Restraining Order came on regulaxly for hearing 
before the Court on May 5, 2010 at 3 :00 p.m., the Honorable Steve V erby, Judge of the 
District Court presiding. Plaintiffs appeared in Pro Se. D. Toby McLaughlin appeared 
for Defendants Timothy and Carol Baker. Defendants Mary Pandrea and Nellie 
Gilbertson appeared in Pro Se. 




The Court issued an Amended Notice of Hearing on May 121 2010 continuing 
hearing on Plaintiffs' Motion for Temporary Restraining Order. Said motion crune on for 
hearing before the Court again on May 20, 2010 at 2:00 p.m., the Honorable Steve 
Yerby, Judge of the District Court presiding. Plaintiffs appeared in Pro Se. D. Toby 
McLaughlin appeared for Defendants Timothy and Carol Baker and Defendants James 
and Nellje Gilbertson. James A. Mc.Phee appeared for Defendant Mary Pandrea. 
Pursuant to stipulation between the parties in open court at the hearing on May 
20~ 2010~ 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT: 
Defendants Mary Pandrea, Nellie Gilbertson and James qilbertson shall, 
forthwith and until this litigation has been resolved in its entirety, refrain from entering 
onto tho property designated as the "Disputed Propertyn on the attached Record of 
Survey for Tim Baker recorded on November 26t 2007 as Instrument No. 741564 in 
Bonner County, State ofldaho, attached hereto as Exhibit "A. u 
Entered this 
APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT: 
~Uughl~in---.., James A. McPhee 
'.Attorney for Defendants TIMOTHY and 
CAROL BAKER; JAMES and NELLIE 
GILBERTSON 
Attorney for Defendant MARY 
PANDREA 
ORDER lmSTRAINING ENTRY ONTO PROPERTY 
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The Court issued an Amended Notice of Hearing on May 12, 2010 continuing 
hearing on Plaintiffs' Motion for Temporary Restraining Order. Said motion came on for 
hearing before the Court again on May 20, 2010 at 2:00 p.m., the Honorable Steve 
Verby, Judge of the District Court presiding. Plaintiffs appeared in Pro Se. D. Toby 
McLaughlin appeared for Defendants Timothy and Carol Baker and Defendants James 
and Nellie Gilbertson. James A. McPhee appeared fo1· Defendant Mary Pandrea. 
Pursuant to stipulation between the parties in open court at the hearing on May 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT: 
Defendants Mary Pandrea, Nellie GUbertson and James Gilbertson shall, 
forthwith and until this litigation has been resolved in its entirety, refrain from entering 
onto the property designated as the "Disputed Property" on the attached Record of 
Survey for Tim Bakerrecorded on November 26, 2001 as Instrumenl No. 741564 in 
Bonner County. State of Idaho, attached hereto as Exhibit ''A.'' 
Entered this_ day of __ ~ ____ ) 2010. 
Steve Yerby,· District Judge 
APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT: 
D. Toby McLaughlin 
Attorney for Defendants TIMOTHY and 
CAROL BAKER; JAMES and NELLIE 
GILBERTSON 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the _&day of ~~ • 2010, I 
caused to be served a true and correct copy of the foregoin8ill((;8Dner indicated: 
ORDER RESTRAINING ENTRY ONTO DISPUTED PROPERTY 
BY DEFENDANTS MARY PANDREA, 
NELLIE GILBERTSON AND JAMES GILBERTSON 
~ 
Berg & McLaughlin, Chtd. [ -fU.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
708 Superior St, Ste. B [ ] Hand Delivered 
Sandpoint, ID 83864 [ ] Overnight Mail 
Attorney for Defendants Timothy and Carol [ ] Facsimile: 208w263-7557 
Baker & Nellie and James Gilbertson 
Tern Boyd-Davis [ ] U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Brian F. Davis [ ...f1fand Delivered 
Jean L. Coleman [ ) Overnight Mail 
12738 N. Strahom Rd. [ ] Facsimile: 
Hayden, ID 83835 
Plaintiffs In Pro Se 
-
James A. McPhee ( U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Workland & Witherspoon. PLLC [ ] Hand Delivered 
601 West Main Avenue, Suite 714 [ ] Overnight Mail 
Spokane, WA 99201 [ ] Facsimile: 509-624 .. 6441 
Attorney for Defendant Mary Pandrea 
hr!{J+-Clerk oftheCOUrt 
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Terri Boyd-Davis 
Brian F. Davis 
Jean L. Coleman 
12738 N. Strahorn Rd .. 
Hayden, ID 83835 
Telephone: 208-659~5967 
Email: terriboyddavis@me.com 
Plaintiffe In Pro Se 
JN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
) Case No: CV2010J0703 TERRI BOYD-DA VIS and BRIAN F. 
DA VIS, husband and wife; and JEAN L. 





ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFFS~ 
MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 
v. 
MARY P ANDRB~ an individual; 
TIMOTHY BAKER and CAROL 
BAKER, husband and wife; JAMBS 
GILBERTSON and NELLIE 
GILBERTSON, husband and wife; JOHN 















Plaintiffs' Motion for Temporary Restraining Order came on regularly for hearing 
before the Court on May 5, 2010 at.3:00 p.m., the Honorable Steve Yerby, Judge of the 
District Court presiding. Plaintiffs appeared in Pro Se. D. Toby McLaughlin appeared 
for Defendants Timothy and Carol Baker. Defendants Mary Pandrea and Nellie 
Gilbertson appeared in Pro Se. 
· Order tor TRO . 
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The Court issued an Amended Notice of Hearing on May 12, 2010 continuing 
hearing on Plaintiffs' Motion for Temporary Restraining Order. Said motion came on for 
:hearing before the Court again on May 20, 2010 at 2:00 p.m., the Honorable Steve 
Verby, Judge of the District Court presiding. Plaintiffs appeared in Pro Se. D. Toby 
McLaughlin appeared for Defendants Timothy and Carol Baker and Defendants James 
and Nellie Gilbertson. James A. McPhee appeared for Defendant Mary Pandrea. 
After considering the pleadings, affidavits and oral argument, and good cause 
appearing thorefore; 
The Court finds th.at a temporary restraining order is Wllll'anted in this case 
because it clearly appears :from specific facts shown by affidavits* exhibits and testimony 
presented by the Plaintiffs that immediate and irreparable injury, loss or damage will 
result to Plaintiffs if Defendants are not restrained from causing further waste to the 
Disputed Property in this case. 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT: 
1. Plaintiffs may remove thirty-two (32) feet of the chainlink fence that was 
erected on the Disputed Property by Defendants during the months of March and April 
2010. The section of cha:inlink fence to be removed shall be from the comer of the 
chainlink fence and from post to post and which would allow for turnaround of vehicles 
on the Disputed Property; 
2. Plaintiffs may remove all "No Trespassinlt1 signs Defendants have erected 
on the cha.i:nlink fence and the Disputed Property. The only "No Trespassing'' sign that 
shall remain is the one on the gate entering the Disputed Property from the easement 
road. The remaining f'No Trespassing,, sign shall be generic with no_ claims of ownership 
by Defendants Timothy and Carol Baker; 
Order for TRO 
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3. · Plaintiffs shall post a b'ond in the amount often thousand dollars ($10,000) 
for the issuance of the temporary restraining order pursuant to the requirements of 
I.R.C.P. 65( c), at which time this temporary restraining order shall go into effect; and 
4. This temporary restraining order shall remain :in effect until July 20, 2010, 
when Plaintiffs' Motion for Preliminary Injunction shall be then heard by this Court. 
Entered thi ~~_,2010. 
APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT: 
D oby McLaughlin 
ttomey for Defendants TIMOTHY and 
CAROL BAKER; JAMES and NELLIE 
GILBERTSON 
JColeman 
aintiff in Pro Se 
James A. McPhee 
Attorney for Defendant MARY 
PANDREA 
Brian Davis , 
Plaintiff in Pro Se 
Order for TRO 3 
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3. Plaintiffs shall post a bond in the amount of ten thousmd dollars ($10,000) 
for the issuance of the temporary restraining order pursuant to the requirements of 
I.R.C.P. 65(c), at which time this temporary restraining order shaU go into effect; and 
4. This temporary restraining order shall remain in effect until July 20, 20 l 0, 
when Plaintiffs' Motion for Preliminary Injunction shall be then heard by this Court. 
Entered this_ day of _____ _,, 2010. 
Steve Verby, District Judge 
APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT: 
D. Toby McLaughlin 
Attorney for Defendants TIMOTHY and 
CAROL BAKER~ JAMES and NELLIE 
GILBERTSON 
Order for TRO 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the .J:l: day of lt1:2 a~L , 20 I 0, I 
caused to be served a true and correct copy of the foregoing in th manner indicated: 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFFS' 
MOTION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER 
~ 
Berg & McLaughlin, Chtd. [ jU.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
708 Superior St., Ste. B [ ] Hand Delivered 
Sandpoint, ID 83 864 [ ] Overnight Mail 
Attorney for Defendants Timothy and Carol [ ] Facsimile: 208-263· 7557 
Baker & Nellie and James Gilbertson 
Terri Boyd-Davis [~Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Brian F. Davis [ and Delivered 
Jean L. Coleman ( ) Overnight Mail 
12738 N. Strahom Rd. ( J Fac.1ilmile: 
Hayden. ID 83835 
/'laintiffs In Pro Se 
James A. McPhee ( -i1J.S. Mail. Postage Prepaid 
Workland & Witherspoon, PLLC [ ] Hand Delivered 
601 West Main AV'enue, Suite 714 [ ] Overnight Mail 
Spokane, VIA 99201 [ ] Facsimile: 509-624-6441 
Attornevfor Defendant Mary Pandrea 
Order for TRO 4 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF 
IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
TERRI BOYD-DAVIS, ) SUPREME COURT NO. 40438-2012 
) 
Plaintiff-Counter Defendant- ) 
Respondent-Cross Appellant, ) 
and ) CLERKS CERTIFICATE 
) 
BRIAN F. DA VIS and JEAN L. ) 
COLEMAN, an individual, ) 
) 





TIMOTHY BAKER and CAROL BAKER, ) 
husband and wife, ) 
) 
Defendant- Counter Claimants- ) 




MARY P ANDREA, an individual; ) 
JOHN P ANDREA, an individual; ) 





JAMES GILBERTSON and NELLIE ) 
GILBERTSON, husband and wife, ) 
) 
Defendants-Counter Claimants. ) 
Clerk's Certificate -1-
CLERKS CERTIFICATE 
I, Marie Scott, Clerk of the District Court of the First Judicial District of the State of Idaho, in 
and for the County of Bonner, do certify that the foregoing Record in this cause was 
compiled and bound under my direction and is a true, correct and complete Record of the 
pleadings and documents requested by Appellant Rule 28. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the said 
Court this day of May, 2013. 
MARIE SCOTT 
Clerk of the District Court 
Deputy Clerk 
Clerk's Certificate -2-





BRIAN F. DA VIS and JEAN L. 

















TIMOTHY BAKER and CAROLBAKER, ) 
husband and wife, ) 
) 
Defendant-Counter Claimants- ) 
Appellants-Cross Respondents, ) 
and 
MARY P ANDREA, an individual; 
JOHN P ANDREA, an individual; 
DOES 1-50, INCLUSIVE 
Defendants, 
and 
JAMES GILBERTSON and NELLIE 















Defendants-Counter Claimants, ) 
Clerk's Certificate of Exhibits 1 i 
SUPREME COURT NO. 40438-2012 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF EXHIBITS 
I, Marie Scott, Clerk of the District Court of the First Judicial District of the State of 
Idaho, in and for the County of Bonner, do hereby certify that the following is offered as 
the Clerk's Exhibits on appeal: 
1979 Tucker Engineering Consultants Survey - Exhibit A 
1981 Tucker Engineering Consultants Survey- Exhibit B 
2007 Glahe & Associates Survey - Exhibit C 
Warranty Deed from Clark to Coleman executed on Oct.17, 1966; 
instrument #108277 - Exhibit D 
Warranty Deed from Clark Estate to Gilbertson executed on Aug. 22, 1983 
and recorded on Sept. 1, 1983; instrument #274816 (D-9) - Exhibit E 
Warranty Deed from Oark to Coleman executed on Dec. 23, 1970, 
recorded on Dec. 23, 1970, instrument# 131005 (D-3) - Exhibit F 
Tucker Engineering Consultants' legal description for Jean Coleman 
track C dated July 2, 1981 - Exhibit G 
Tucker Engineering Consultants' legal description for Jean Coleman 
track C-1 dated July 2, 1981- Exhibit H 
Tucker Engineering Consultants' legal description for Jean Coleman 
track C-11 dated July 2, 1981 - Exhibit I 
Tucker Engineering Consultants' legal description for Jean Coleman 
track IV dated July 2, 1981 - Exhibit J 
Warranty deed from Johnson to Baker executed and recorded on June 1, 2007 
instrument #729995 (D-11) - Exhibit K 
Warranty deed from Clark to Gilbertson executed on Sept. 1, 1961 
Instrument #83117 (D-1) - Exhibit L 
Warranty deed from Clark to Johnson executed on July 27, 1970 and recorded 
on April 30, 1971; instrument #133008 (D-4)-Exhibit M 
Warranty deed from Clark to Johnson executed on Dec. 8, 1972 
and recorded on Dec. 8, 1972; instrument #145668 (D-5) - Exhibit N 
Warranty deed from Clark to Johnson executed on Sept. 3, 1971 
and recorded on April 4, 1976; instrument #156495 (D-6) - Exhibit 0 
Warranty deed McCoy to Johnson executed on June 15, 1974 and 
recorded on June 15, 1974; instrument #173545 (D-7) - Exhibit P 
Warranty deed from Coleman to Bonner County executed on 
Sept. 22, 1980; instrument #233527 (D-8) - Exhibit Q 
Clerk's Certificate of Exhibits 2 I 
Warranty deed from Postak to Wiltse executed on Dec. 23, 1991 
and recorded on Dec. 30, 1991; instrument #399727 (D-10)- Exhibit R 
Letter dated Oct. 12, 1979 from Richard Tucker to A.C. Peck - Exhibit S 
Tucker Engineering Consultants' Survey diagram dated July 18, 1975- Exhibit T 
Tucker Engineering consultants' Survey diagram dated Oct. 12, 1976- Exhibit U 
Letter dated June 9, 1981 from Philip Bloom to A.C. Peck- Exhibit V 
Tucker Engineering Consultants' Land Surveying Services Contract dated 
May 15, 1981- Exhibit W 
Section of 1979 Tucker Engineering Consultants' Survey with Mike Stewart's 
hand written notes - Exhibit X 
Letter dated July 10, 1977 from Mary Pandrea to Richard Tucker - Exhibit Y 
Letter dated July 14, 1977 from Richard Tucker to Mary Pandrea - Exhibit Z 
Letter dated Nov. 19, 1976 from Richard Tucker to Bank of Idaho Exhibit AA 
Letter dated Nov. 10, 1976 from Mary Pandrea to Tucker Engineering - Exhibit BB 
Letter dated July 19, 1977 from AC. Peck to Richard Tucker - Exhibit DD 
Letter dated May 22, 1979 from Richard Tucker to AC. Peck- Exhibit EE 
Letter dated Feb. 8, 1978 from Richard Tucker to Mary Pandrea- Exhibit FF 
Letter dated Jan. 31, 1978 from Mary Pandrea to Richard Tucker - Exhibit GG 
Letter dated Oct. 12, 1979 from Richard tucker to AC. Peck- Exhibit HH 
Letter from June 1, 1979 from A.C. Peck to Richard Tucker - Exhibit II 
Tucker Engineering consultants' Land Surveying Services Contract dated 
May 22, 1979 - Exhibit JJ 
Letter dated July 26, 1979 from A.C. Peck to Richard tucker with attached 
Easement - Exhibit KK 
Undated letter from Mary Pandrea to Richard Tucker - Exhibit LL 
Letter dated June 6, 1978 from Mary Pandrea to Richard Tucker - Exhibit MM 
Picture showing wooden fence, cabin and children - Exhibit NN 
Picture showing wooden fence and children - Exhibit 00 
Picture showing wooden post remnant - Exhibit PP 
Clifford and Joan Johnson property tax records 1972-2006- Exhibit BBB 
Timothy and Carol Baker's property tax records 2000-2010 - Exhibit CC~ 
Bonner County Assessor Map - Exhibit DDD 
Letter dated Jan. 26, 1976 from Jean Coleman to All Concerned- Exhibit EEE 
Letter dated Sept. 16, 1976 from Bank of Idaho to the Beneficiaries of Harry F. and 
Edith E. Clark Trust - Exhibit GGG 
Letter dated Sept. 4, 1975 from Bank of Idaho to Mary Pandrea - Exhibit III 
Clerk's Certificate of Exhibits 3 I 
Declaration of Trust with Quitclaim Deed and Statement of Registration of Trust 
(7 pages) - Exhibit JJJ 
Letter dated July 13, 1976 from James Hunt to Bank of Idaho Trust Department 
with attachments (9 pages) Exhibit KKK 
Bob Camp picture of fence and heavy equipment - Exhibit LLL 
Bob Camp picture of heavy equipment and fence in the distance - Exhibit MMM 
Deed from Wade H. Simpson to Harry F. Clark dated 8/12/ 1947 
No. #25111- Exhibit 1 
Warranty deed from Harry F. and Edith E. Clark to Jean L. Coleman 
dated 10/17 /1966, #108277 - Exhibit 2 
Warranty deed from Harry F. and Edith E. Clark to Jean Coleman 
dated 12/23/1970, #131005 - Exhibit 3 
Warranty deed from Jean Coleman to Bonner County, Idaho 
dated 9/22/1980, #233527 - Exhibit4 
Quitclaim deed from Jean Coleman to Brian F. Davis and Terri Lynn Boyd-Davis 
dated 6/11/2009, #774089 - Exhibit 5 
Warranty deed from Harry F. & Edith E. Clark to Clifford A. & Joan A. Johnson 
dated 7 /27 /1970, #133008 - Exhibit 6 
Warranty deed from Harry F. & Edith E. Clark to Clifford A. & Joan A. Johnson 
dated 9/3/1971, #156495 - Exhibit 7 
Warranty Deed from Harry F. & Edith E. Clark to Clifford A. & Joan A. Johnson 
dated 12/8/1972, #145668 - Exhibit 8 
Warranty deed from Donald & Ethel McCoy to Clifford A. & Joan A. Johnson 
dated 6/15/1974, #173545 - Exhibit 9 
Warranty deed from Clifford A. & Joan A. Johnson to Timothy & Carol Baker 
dated 6/01/2007, #729995 - Exhibit 10 
Warranty deed from Harry F. and Edith E. Clark to James & Nellie Gilbertson 
dated 12/1/1961, #83117 - Exhibit 11 
Warranty deed from Bank of Idaho (in trust) to James & Nellie Gilbertson 
dated 8/22/1983, #274816- Exhibit 12 
Survey for Harry Clark Estates dated 7 /3/1979, #223083 - Exhibit 13 
Survey for Jean L. Coleman & Clark Estate dated 6/26/1981, #249090- Exhibit 14 
Record of Survey for Tim Baker dated 11/26/2007, #741564 - Exhibit 15 
Stratton Land Services, Inc. Expert Report dated 12/21/2010- Exhibit 16 
Letter from Mary Pandrea to Richard Tucker dated 7 /10/1977 - Exhibit 17 
Letter from Richard Tucker to Bank of Idaho dated 10/12/1979- Exhibit 18 
Clerk's Certificate of Exhibits 4 I 
Letter from Philip Bloom to Bank of Idaho dated 6/9/1981- Exhibit 19 
Land Surveying Services Contract between Bank of Idaho Trustee and 
Tucker Engineering Consultants dated 5/15/1981- Exhibit 20 
Legal Descriptions - Jean Coleman, including Tract C-1, C-11, and IV 
dated 7 /2/1981- Exhibit 21 
Copy of Coleman Warranty Deed with hand-written comments - Exhibit 22 
Copy of hand-drawn unrecorded survey of Richard Tucker - Exhibit 23 
Copy of hand-drawn preliminary survey - Exhibit 24 
Record of Survey for Tim Baker superimposed over satellite photo of 
property - Exhibit 26 
Glahe & Associates Invoice #5273 to Tim Baker dated 12/6/2007 - Exhibit 27 
Right-of-Way Easement from Jean Coleman to Northern Lights, Inc. 
dated 5/6/1993- Exhibit 28 
2009 aerial photograph of subject property - Exhibit 29 
2004 aerial photograph of subject property - Exhibit 30 
1998 aerial photograph of subject property - Exhibit 31 
Historical photos of 1970s - Exhibit 34 
Photos 2000s defendants' use of property - Exhibit 35 
Photos 2000s plaintiffs' use of property - Exhibit 36 
Photos re fence evidence - Exhibit 39 
Photos re road on disputed property - Exhibit 40 
Photos re embankment - Exhibit 41 
Bonner County Assessment Records on Coleman Property 
dated 1996-2010 - Exhibit 42 
Tax bills and receipts for Coleman property for years 1993-2010 - Exhibit 43 
Bob Kamps photos 1990s - Exhibit 45 
Clifford & Joan Johnson personal records of tax payments on property - Exhibit 51 
Real estate purchase and sale agreement between Johnson's & Baker's 
dated 4/13/2007 - Exhibit 52 
RE-11 addendum #2 between Johnson's & Baker's dated 4/30/2007 - Exhibit 53 
Letter from Nathan Olsen to Rex Finney dated 7 /21/2008-Exhibit 56 
Letter from Stephen Smith to Rex Finney dated 6/10/2009- Exhibit 57 
Agreement between Johnsons and Bakers dated July 2009 - Exhibit 59 
Affidavit of Clifford and Joan Johnson dated 11/3/2009 - Exhibit 60 
Letter from Bonner County Assessor to Terri Boyd-Davis with enclosures 
dated 2/28/2011- Exhibit 80 
Clerk's Certificate of Exhibits 5 I 
Bonner County Real Property Valuation Records on Coleman Property 
dated from 1977-2010- Exhibit 81 
Copy of parcel map from Bonner County Assessor's office - Exhibit 82 
Drawing of los in TN59N, R2W, Section 11 - Exhibit 83 
Valuation Summary Sheet from Bonner county Assessor of Coleman 
Property dated 3/ 4/2011 - Exhibit 84 
Valuation Summary Sheet from Bonner county Assessor of Baker Property 
dated 4/3/2011- Exhibit 85 
Tax Transaction Details from years 2000-2010 provided by Bonner County 
Assessor on Coleman Property - Exhibit 86 
Tax bills/ receipts from 2001-2010 provided by Bonner County 
Assessor on Coleman Property - Exhibit 89 
Affidavit of Nellie Gilbertson dated march 9, 2009 - Exhibit 92 
Affidavit of Mary Pandrea dated 4/23/2009- Exhibit 93 
Letter from Terri Boyd-Davis, filed May 7, 2010 
Letter from Toby McLaughlin, filed May 7, 2010 
Letter from Terry Boyd-Davis, filed June 7, 2010 
Exhibit List, filed September 10, 2010 
Affidavit of Terri Boyd-Davis in Support of Plaintiffs' Motion to Compel 
Responses to Plaintiffs' First Set of Requests for Admissions, 
Interrogatories, and Requests for Production of Documents 
to Defendants Timothy Baker and Nellie Gilbertson, 
filed November 3, 2010 
Amended Affidavit of Terri Boyd-Davis in Support of Plaintiffs' Motion 
for Leave to Amend Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint to Include a 
Claim for an Award of Punitive Damages, filed November 24, 2010 
Memorandum in Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion to Compel Discovery, 
filed December 1, 2010 
Memorandum in Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion for Leave to Amend 
Plaintiffs First Amended Complaint to Include a Claim for an Award 
of Punitive Damages, filed December 1, 2010 
Affidavit of Stephanie allen in support of Defendants Memorandum in 
Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion for leave to Amend Plaintiff's First 
Amended Complaint to Include a Claim for Punitive Damages, 
filed December l, 2010 
Clerk's Certificate of Exhibits 6 ! 
Plaintiffs' Memorandum in Support of Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment, filed December 8, 2010 
Exhibit List, filed December 8, 2010 
Affidavit of Toby McLaughlin in Opposition to Plaintiff's 
Motion for Partial Summary Judgment, filed December 22, 2010 
Affidavit of Dori Tucker in Support of Defendants' Opposition to 
Plaintiff's Motion for Partial Summary Judgment, 
filed December 22, 2010 
Affidavit of Ronald Self in Support of Defendants Memorandum in 
Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion for Partial Summary Judgment, 
filed December 22, 2010 
Memorandum in Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion for Partial 
Summary Judgment, filed December 22, 2010 
Affidavit of Cheryl Piehl in Support of Plaintiffs' Motion for 
Partial Summary Judgment, filed December 29, 2010 
Letter from Terri Boyd-Davis to Judge Verby, filed January 7, 2011 
Defendant's Expert Witness Disclosure, filed January 26, 2011 
Affidavit of Terri Boyd-Davis' in Support of Plaintiff's Opposition 
to Defendants' Motion for Protective Order, filed February 15, 2011 
Letter from John Pandrea, filed February 15, 2011 
First Amended Defendants' Expert Witness Disclosure, filed March 1, 2011 
Plaintiffs' Witness List, filed March 14, 2011 
Affidavit of Terri Boyd-Davis in Support of Application for Entry of 
Default of Defendant John Pandrea, filed March 14, 2011 
Defendants' Exhibit List, filed March 14, 2011 
Defendant's Witness List, filed March 14, 2011 
Defendant's First Amended Exhibit List, filed March 18, 2011 
Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis' Trial Brief, filed March 21, 2011 
Plaintiffs' Amended Exhibit List, filed March 21, 2011 
Plaintiffs' Second Amended Exhibit List, filed March 28, 2011 
Defendant's Second Amended Exhibit List, filed March 29, 2011 
Augmentation of Brief, filed April 11, 2011 
Letter from Terri Boyd-Davis to Judge Verby, filed May 6, 2011 
Written request from Mary Pandrea, filed June 24, 2011 
Written request from Gilbertsons, filed June 24, 2011 
Clerk's Certificate of Exhibits 7 I 
Affidavit of Nellie Gilbertson in Support of Motion and memorandum 
to Enforce Settlement Agreement and Release Lis Pendens, 
filed November 4, 2011 
Affidavit of Toby McLauglin in Support of Motion and Memorandum 
to Enforce Settlement Agreement and Release Lis Pendens, filed 
November 10, 2011 
Amended Affidavit of Nellie Gilbertson in Support of Motion and 
Memorandum to Enforce Settlement Agreement and Release 
Lis Pendens, filed November 10, 2011 
Motion and Memorandum to Enforce Settlement Agreement and 
Release Lis Pendens, filed November 10, 2011 
Affidavit of Terri Boyd-Davis in Support of Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis' 
Opposition to Defendants Gilbertsons' Motion to Enforce Settlement 
Agreement and Release Lis Pendens, filed December 9, 2011 
Letter from Terri Boyd-Davis, filed January 6, 2011 
Notice of Intention of Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis to File Opposition to 
Defendant Bakers' Supplemental Brief to Objection to Plaintiffs' 
Proposed Judgment, filed January 23, 2012 
Notice of Intention of Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis to File Opposition to 
Defendant Bakers' Supplemental Brief to Objection to Plaintiffs' 
Proposed Judgment, filed January 23, 2012 
Letter from Terri Boyd-Davis, filed August 7, 2012 
Notice of Submission of Survey, Legal Description, and Letter from 
Surveyor Robert Stratton, filed September 7, 2012 
Defendant Bakers' Response to Plaintiff Boyd-Davis' Motion for 
Reconsideration and objection, filed October 10, 2012 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the 
said Court this __ day of May, 2013. 
Marie Scott 
Clerk of the District Court 
Deputy Clerk 
Clerk's CertificaLe of Exhibits 8 I 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF 





BRIAN F. DA VIS and JEAN L. 




TIMOTHY BAKER and CAROL BAKER, 




MARY P ANDREA, an individual; 
JOHN P ANDREA, an individual; 
DOES 1-50, inclusive 
Defendants, 
And 
JAMES GILBERTSON and NELLIE 
GILBERTSON, husband and wife, 
Defendants-Counter Claimants. 


































SUPREME COURT NO. 40438-2012 
CLERKS CERTIFICATE 
OF SERVICE 
I, Marie Scott, Clerk of the District Court of the First Judicial District of the State of 
Idaho, in and for the County of Bonner, do hereby certify that I have personally served or 
mailed, by U.S. Postal Service, one copy of the CLERK'S RECORD to each of the Attorneys of 
Record in this cause as follows: 
MS. TERRI BOYD-DAVIS 
12738 N. STRAHORN ROAD 
HAYDEN, ID 83835 
PLAINTIFF IN PRO SE 
MR. D. TOBY MCLAUGHLIN 
414 CHURCH STREET, STE 203 
SANDPOINT, ID 83864 
ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANTS 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the said Court this :~4'Clay of A4&y,, 2013. 
MarieScru 
Clerk of the District Court 
Deputy Clerk 
Clerk's Certificate of Service -2-
